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A. 
DISCOURSE 
| | Concerning the 
NATURE & GROUNDS 
OF THE 


CER TAINTY 
OF | 

FAITH « 
Mr. G. I had good Reaſon to expe&t 


V an Anſwer from him, who _—_ the 
Controverfie., But it ſeems he had 

better Reaſon to forbear (and it is not hard to gueſs at 
It ) and I am turned over to one, whe pretends to 
write Catholick Letters againſt me. I have a great 
and juſt Reverence for ſome Catholiek Epiſtes, a | be- 
x B teve 


HEN I publiſhed my Two Letters to 


Wa ws 
heve them-written by an pops Spirzt ; but for theſe 
Catholick Letters, though their whole deſign be Infal- 
[ib;lity, yet I cannot find ſo much as a falt Probability 
in them. But why muſt theſe be call'd Carholick Ler- 
ters ? Are they written by ſome Carholick Biſbop, to 
give an Account of his Faith, according to the Cuſtom 
of the Antient Church ? Is it, that the DoArine con- 
rained m them is undoubtedlyCampolgt ? \Sorfar from: 
it, that I ſhall make it appear,that no oneChurchof the : 
Chriſtian World ever own'd it. But, ſuppoſe, it had - 
been the DoCtrine of the Roman Charch, how could this 
make them Catholick Lexteys, unleſs Togreat a Logician 
had firſt proved, that a Part may aſſume the Dewomina- 
tion of the whole ? But then, why not, Roman Catho- 
lick Letters according to the new Style ? There was a 
Reaſon for this. F. S. hath nat forgotten, how hardly 
' he had lately eſcaped Cenſure at "Rome, for the Princi- 
ples cegteined an. them ; and therefore though he hopes 
they may paſs-for Catholck.here 5, yet be durſt not joyn 
Roman to Catholick in the Title of his Letters. © 
But how comes F. S.-to-be concerned in this Con- 
troverſie with Mr. G. ? The Account he gives of it in 


the beginningof his Firſt docter-u8 = pleaſant; He 


faith, He ac # Commiſſion from Mr. G. t6 qld his 
Cards , while ve is mot pu yt ie toplay aut hu 
Game himſelf. I ms not —_— Mr. G's. Circum- 
#ances, nor the Game he plays & ;(but methings, this is 
no very decent way of .cxpreſfing the undertaking a 
Debate about Metters.of Faith and Selvatiovw. Eut in 
' Truth, he makes:the- buſineſs of IyfallibHity , as he 
handles it, tobe a, Matter of Spore and.Diverfon.;\ugt- 
withſtanding 'all'his.Grimaces and Tragical ito af 
about it. .It us hard to be ſevere upon .a Metaphor: 
-but, ſappaſe.it he:allowed ; yer LI wonder, of; Moo, 
e 


. (3). 
he ſhonld pitohupdna F.S. £0 hold: his Cards for him, 
wp had-plaid bis ewn fo ill, and fo much to the 

wfaition of the leading Mea of his own Church. 
Yet-henow appeats as brisk and confident,as if he were 
ſome New Gameſter ; although he produces his old ſul- 
lied.Cerds, (a little wiped) over again ; and ſeems to 
have: forgotten the Anſwer to. his Swye Footing , and 
the' Accampt. he fill owes to the World for it. 1 
know not , how far it agrees with the Laws of Eccle- 
ftatical Chivalry, for one, who hath not defended him- 
felf, toappear a Champion for another, eſpecially in 
the face Caulſe ; but there is no great Reatfon to ap- 
prehend he-fhould.do-much for another, who.hath done 
det tonothing for himſelf, 
- The main SubjeQt of.the.Debate is, about the Nature 
and Grounds of the Certainty of Faith ; and the Method 
I think moſt naturlandetioliual to proceed: in , is, 


x WE | | 

1. To.ſhew:how'unfit F.S. of all Men, is to under- 
take this Cauſe. 

I, To-ſettle the true State of the Coatroverſic be- 
IT: ' 

'HI.: Fozexamine- the Reaſons he produces againſt 
our Grounds of -Certaiaty. | 

IV. Tolay open theweakneſs of his Arguments, on 
behalf of: 'the.-Infallibility - of Ora/ and. -PretFical 
'Tradition. TID | 


L As to F. S. his. appearing - in this' Cauſe apain, 
we-are-to conlider , chat in bis Carbolick mrarin, he 
frequettlypwns Faxth windiceted, Reaſon: ag ainſt. Raille- 
ry, and Errour nonpluſt ; and even Sure Footang\it felt. 
But I ſhall now ſhew , that he diſowned the main 
Prin&iples in thoſe Books, when he was in great danger 


B 2 of 


Faith vin- 
dicated, 


Errour 
Nonpluft, 
Þ4g+ 135. 


(4) = Þ 
of being Cenſured at Rome for them ; and therefore 
is not to be allow'd to produce them again. The 
Account of this Matter will give great-Light into the 
fate of the preſent Conrreeertls and is therefore neceſ- 
ſary to be premiled to it. X | 

Out of thoſe Books of F.S. a conſiderable Perſon in 
the Church of Rome, ſeleQted three Propoſitions a- 
bout the Grounds of his Infallible Certeinty, which 


were theſe ; | 


I. That he wha is obliged to profeſs Faith propoſitions 
true, muſt ſee the Canvinbhs between their T nh COM- 
ſequently, that they cannot be unconnetted, or falſe. 

II. If the two Terms be not ſeen to be connetted, theſe 
Propoſitions may, nay ought to be denyed by the Reſpon- 
dent , whoſe Office and Right it is to grant nothing but 
what is evident, leſt be enſnare himſelf 

III. *Tis requiſite and neceſſary , that the. Aſſent of 
Faith in divers particular Believers be formally Infallible, 
or that thoſe Perſons be infallibly —_ evident Rea- 
fons , that the Authority or Rule of Faith they rely on, 
cannot here deceive them, Elſe great Wits, and acute 
Refleers, whoſe piercin Vader fandng require comvidtive 
Grounds for their Faith would remain for ever unſatisfied : 
nor would the wiſeſt Chriſtians ſincerely and heartily af- 
fent to, nor with honeſty profeſs the Truth of their Faith, 
nor could any prove it true, or eftabliſh rational doubters 
tu it, or convert Men of exatt# knowledge to it, or con- 


vince Hereticks, calling the Truth of it in queſtion. Nor 


could Governors and leading Perſons. with any Conſcience 
or Credit propoſe and greard 7; 
Generality. 


the Truth of Faith to the 


Theſe 


(5) 


Theſe Propoſitions were tender'd to two Doftors of re. 
. the Sorbon, who declared, The Firſt could not be explain- P'«toax. 


ed in « Catholick Senſe; and therefore very unfit 
Catholick Letters, For if (lay they) « Perſon ſees the 
Connexion between the Terms, it would be Science, and not 
Faith ; it is enough to ſee them not to be comtradittory, or 
that the Connexion is not repugnant to Reaſon. Divine 
Faith is above, not contrary to Reaſon. 

As to the Second, they ag , That neither could 
that. be explained in a Catholick Senſe, becauſe it is deſtr- 
five of Faith, and « Propoſition ought not, cannot be de- 
ied, although the Ref} hath not Evidence of the 
Terms of which it conſiſts ; when he otherwiſe knows the 
Charch (which Faith Cnot Demonſtration] reaches to be 
Infallible in Matters of Faith) to propoſe as 4 Truth re- 
vealed by God. 

To the Third, they ſay, That it cannot be explained. 
in « Catholick Senſe : Becauſe it is. ſufficient. that the 
Church. be believed by: Eaith to be Infallible, and it is not 
requiſite that the Infallibility of the Church be. proved by 
evident Reaſox. 

See. here: the main Deſign of his Catbolick Letters 
declared to be no Catholick Dofrine_, which is to prove 
that there muſt. be. Infallible Certaiaty by Concluſive 
_ Evidence of the Churches Iofallibility. And if this be 
not Catholick .DotFrine, I am infallibly certain. his Let- 
ters.are far from being Catholick in.their Senſe. 

One of theſe Doors writes to the A. B. of D. That 
the Natural Senſe of the. Propoſitions could not be Catho. 
lick ; and that all _ were bound to ſuppreſs this Do- Þ, 
trine, leſt it did miſchief to th: Flock of Chriſt. And 
that: the A. B. of Paris would revoke his Licence, if the 


Author did not. retraf#. them , as h: hoped he would. 
| | What ? 


os P+37»38. 


(6s) 
8B vw Jos Nt ber mann. of ns ? 
o 5 n 4 E Do- ; 
_ _ us Ooddoteck |! | het "very. . 
"URS » Rn For the A.B. of Ds avthrs, hat... 
c 


the "Propoſitions vo) be Heretical, yek vey 
#7:315 biit the ſaid; they Were wor. b.akewin tis ſenſes; which 
*the'drfier M9; OR x Pallets Þ lea. .::Ho grzhted,* that 
P. 40. -F. Scmight on rpadift -ojgferf;»but rhere-was no-coldur 
tor ſaying the Pro þMfitvows mere wor 'raken iy. ther tyue 
P. 42. wh 'Atjt Mr. \S.-beiri Keke by the A. B. of Paris 
HaepheWarize theſe tons, und to fubſcribe 'to 
cone: eIM07*v! wor becxleine ins Cutho- 
© 'P,:44. kink Ste Wit 9 nei » the ſerſe-of .them is 
| *m4irfth Leeters. Is not ſuch 
a_ =" ors Capas* or My G..?. who'makes'the - 
oRtiine 0.Þe ——_ _ _ Sbardrk 
ance uire. in his own 
"Third Let- mans rg forwarlls, "blows' nd fup}] declares for | 
rer, Pe G4. "Dd ASHIFOR 6d Principles. : 
ride'of F. S. 'was: cdmplained of at Rome, 
Append, and I a Chopregarion of" Cardinals was appointed th Exa- 
« Rerſ. mine it, and they ſent their Inſtrutions about it: to the 
 Blatloan, "Popes Nuntio at Pars, "whefe F.'S; then -was.. And 
therein'they 'took notice, 'that in his Vindication ſent 'to 
"them, he detefted that' Dottrine as Heretical, viz. that the 
Evidence of the Connexion of: Preditate und $66; and the 
Evidence of the Rule bf Faith by which rhe Believer may be 
infallibly certain he Cannot be deceived, —_—_ #8" Or = 
der to Faith. 1 deſire the Readerto'matk this'Declafarion 
which FJ.'S. ſent to' Rome, and" to compareit with the 
Ln tine of his Catholick* Letters : But of that :here- 
alter. 
But it is worth cur while to fhew with what a: dubl 
"Fece F. S: appeared in his Findication and Cop 
{ent to Rows and in his Books which he publiſhe monk 
\ And 


(2? 9 


And by that, the Reader may judge of the Cazhol;ck 


Sincprity of the Wirer of thels Letpers. 


I. About the Faith he deſigns to 
demonſtrate. 


Faith Vindicated, Preface. 
' F declare then, that my 
chief End in this Treatiſe, 
« to ſettle Chriftiap Faith, 
or to_ demopſtrate , that jt 
muſt be truly or abſolutely 
certain, and that my apply- 
ing it now and then to my 
Oppeſers, js oply s Secop- 
dary Inteptign, end meerly 
Occaſional. : 


Querimonia adver/. Lomi- 
_ AM. Pp. 49. 

He faith, He ſpeaks not 
of Faith in itſelf, but 4s it 
& cantroverted anpong ws. 

The ſame be afforms +I459, 
146. thet he meddles not 
with Faith, but with reſpei# 
to bis Adverſaries ; or as it 
# diſputed between Catho- 

| ks and thoſe be calls He- 
reticks, p. 148. 


_ If it were his delign 20 [z:tle Chriſtian Faith,. ang to 


make it truely 
4PP049 it ta 
£6 


Abſolutely certain, «va only ſecongarily 
&@ Opp 2 ys: i is paſſible that ar the 


me time, he ſhould not meadle with Faith in itſelf, but 


meerly.mith reſpect to bis O 


poſers ? Is not this a: brave 


lod r, :£0:make Faith infallibly certain, who ſo 
evident neradicts himſelf as to his. own defign ? But 
it fees, 0 ws he mult pretend.co make Faith certain in 


itſelf; but «t Rome, he meant no more by it, ;but only 
to .perplex and.confound us. As though his Demon- 


{trations were 


Traps tocateh | 
byb 


;ſolutely Certain by them. 


y incegded for a. fort of Metapbyice! 
wit . ; £0. 


0 53> og . » Vl E - 3+ v3 ie 
is own Confeſſion, that Faith in iv{elf is not made - 


But weare 


IE About: 


(89) 


T1. About the Objefts of Faith, and 
the Evidence of them. 


Reaſon againſt Raillery, 
PRs 53s 

The Rrongeſt and wiſcft 
Souls are unapt to aſſent but 
upon Evidence : Hence, un- 
tefs ſuch Men ſee Proofs ab- 
olutely.  comeluding - thoſe 
Points true, they are unapt 
to'be drawn to yield to them, 
| and embrace them as certain 
Tiuths Nothing 'can 
freed ay Teal 
Of {nſpending, in [uc = 
, leaſt, bo Tap Evidence 
- had from the Objet# working 
= cleay 1p” in > Tk et- 
'ther by #t[elf, or ects 
or ak Lf COmme- 
Hed with it. 
dences I know none. 


Faith Vindicated, P.12,13, 


The Truth of Propoſiti- *Jypn 


ons of Faith conſiſts :n the 
Connexion of thoſe Notions 

"which make the Subject end 
"Prelieate.. Whoever there- 
fore ſees not the Connexion 
.between thoſe Notions in the 
Prizciple of Faith; ſees not 


Other Evs- _ 


In his Declarati- 
11, 13. henot only 
expreſſed. his Af 
ſent to theſe Pro. 
poſitions, but That 


wnap' the contrary to them 


were Falſe, Deftru- 
Hive of Faith, yr 


' Heretical, VI. 


I. That the Objefts 
of Faith are not to be. 
evident or demonſtrable 
by Natural Reafons in 
order to believing them. 

IT. That in order to 
the believing ſuch Ob- 
Jects of Faith,conveyed 
to us, either by 
Scripture or Tradition, 
it is not neceſſary to 


know © evidently | the 
Connexion of Predicate 


-and Subjeft, but it is 


9:2 
the Truth of any of thoſe ſufficient if they be pro- 


n 0160p Jt follows, "poſed by the Catholick 


Pro 
that hewho is a” ropr0- Cech. 


feſs Faith-Propoſutions true, 
muſt ſee the Connexion be- 
tween thoſe 'Ferms. , 
Now let. any Man try how he can reconcile theſe 
things ; (1) Nothing can ſubdue rationally the Facult 
of Feſpinding but true Evidence had | rom the Ob- 
jef# ; and yet it is deſtruitive to Faith, and Hereti- 
cal to fay, that the Objeits of Faith are demonſtrable by 
natural Reaſons, in order to believing them. Is not true 
Evidence from the Object a natural Reaſon in order to 
believing ? (2) He that ſees not the Connexion between 
Predicate and Subjeft, ſees not the Truth of Faith-propoſi- 
tions; and he who is obliged to profeſs them, muſt ſee it ; 


and yet, i order to believing Objetts of Faith, it is not 
pw /vs to ſee it, nay it is Heretical to aſſert it. 


1H. About Infallible Aﬀent. 


Reaſon againſt Raillery, 
P. 113, 

"Tis moſt evident there- 
fore and demonſtrable, that 
there is no Certainty, but 
where there is Ipfallibility ; 


and that we can never be” 


ſaid to be truly certain of 
any thing, till, all Circum- 
ances conſider d , we ſee 
ourſelves ou of poſſubility of 
being deceived hic & nunc 


in that very thing. 


In his Declaration, p.1 7, 
13, he owns this Propoſi- 
tion to be True, and the 
contrary to be Fleyetical, 
VIZ.. 

That it is not neceſſary, 
in order to believing the Ob- 
jetts of Faith, that he that 
believes, ſbould know evi- 
dently his Aſſent to be S- 
pernatural and Infallible. 


C But 


elves out of poſſib 
{os hard to fay it was 


ary for him that believes 40 know tis Aſſe err to be Infak- 
17 For what difference is there between pwrehs by; 
cannot be deceived in our Aſſent, and that * bs —_— 


hope to eſcape, by joyaing 
he over- 
hon pie 


lible. 


But here he will 

ow to Inf 
y puttin & together ; 

Natural »#fallibility. 


7 x0- = 
But if there can be mo Certainty of of Faith, Rita f 
bog. poſſhility of being decebved, I. ond 


ei nh, ſbould thin 


IV. Abour the Medion? of Faith uſed 1M | 


Sure footing, þ. 172. 

He rejeAs Extrinſecal 
Mediumitss inſufficient, and 
requires Iitt.inſecal. 


Faith Yindicated, Preface, 
at the end. 
He owns his Dsſconrſes 
fo be built on Intrinſeral 
Medinms. 


Errour Nonpluſt,p. 159. 
= _ hea Ems- 
dence from 0 fo 
ground a firm Aſſent. 
Page. 170, 171. 

He makes it neceſſary to 
true Certainty , that it be 
taken from the Thing or 

ObjefF, And true Certzin- 
- ty (he faith) #s built on the 
hings being 4s it is, and ny- 


thing canever be truly knows: 


to 3 otherwiſe tha itis. 


bout to 


In his Sub 
to the JT 


from Rome, 


- he denies that = 


ſpake of Inttinſecal 
quifites to Faith ; 
but only of Eztrinſecal. 
And this he goes a- 
prove a- 
gainſt hs own 
plan Words, in his 
eclaration, SeQ. 2. 


Pag. 34572. 


Intrinſecal Modis, and Evidence from the 
Hem Lnbſd Yolon, na fo 


«Ve About Human and Divine F ith, 


Vikk Vinod, mob. ev =g his Vindication, 
Divine Faith p. 97. He faith, /t 
is Evident that he 
+ of Faith,formally 

an, and not as 


= formally Divine. © 


—_— equent 


., 4Mh. 


What Evidence a chend-he like a Man's plain 
Words ? Isnot that Devixe Ton which he goes about 
todemonftratethe of ? It Heme we 
as OT this while wk oak 6 the _ her 

z and alt this mighty Noiſe about the 
nelly of Taf of Tnf«llibiliay, reaches no farther than a Fzirh 
cs Þngwa And yet 7. $. affirms that he un- 

to prove the i of Falſbood in Divine 

and Sper ebarat Faith, Nod fo'it ferns Divine and 
uit Fark rovſt devive its Isfa/lible Certeinty 
from a' meer Neturd Tnf«llibilirx. Or if it be but Hu- 
man Faith be moms; thee | be falls hore of what he 
C 2 promiſed, 


—_—_ 


_ _ II 


promiſed, which was to ſhew the Iufallible Certainty of 
Divine Faith.And thus theTrap. Maker is catch'd himlelf. 


- VI, About particular Points of Faith, 


' Errour Nonpluſt,p.161; 


T thought he had meant 
Certainty of the Points of 
his Faith. What we axe then 
in Reaſon to expei# from 
Dr. St. is, that he would 
bring us Grounds for the 
Certainty of his Faith , as 
to determinate Points, viz. 
Chriſ®s Godhead , a Trint- 
ty, &c. 

Reaſon againſs Raillery , 

P. 167. 

Seeing then Coram are 


bound to profeſs their Faith 


true, as to thoſe Points of a 
Trinity,for Example, or In- 
carnation,&Cc. it follows,that 


it muſt be affirm'd and held 


that a Trinity or Incarnati- 
on abſolutely is, and conſe- 
quently, that it is impoſſible 
not tobe, 


Declaration, p. 5 & | 

He peremptorily 
lenges his Adveria. 
ries to ſhew the 
contrary), that. be 
produced not. one' Ar gu= 
ment .— + any Points 
of Dotirine to . be Di- 
vine, or Supernatural ; 
but only, that ſuch a 
Doftrine was deliyered 
by Chri8t or his Apo- 

les. And this he 
frequently inſiſts 
upon, and is the 
main of his De- 
fence. 


But why then doth he urge. us to produce our 
Grounds of Certainty as to particular Points, if himſelf 
doth not ? If he pretends no*more than to prove them 


in general, why may not we be allowed to do the ſame ? 


He that calls upon others to do it,' in fuch an rang 

manner, is preſumed to do it himſelf, and if he dot 

not, he only 6axters and abuſes his Reader, And _ 
—_— 


'zy, the 


| CET - 
all this mighty pretence to Demonſtration and Infallibili- 
"whole Diſpute comes to this , whether Men 


"may attain to greater Certainty of Chriff”s DotFrine by 

Oral and Prattical Traditions than we can do by Scrip- 
ture”, Reaſon and Tradition ? But this is againſt his 
words, where he ſaith, Seeing then Chriſtians are bound to 
profeſs their Faith true, as to thoſe Points of a Trinity, for 
Example, or Incarnation, %C. it follows, that it muſt be af- 
firn#d and held that a Trinity or Incarnation abſolutely ts , 
and conſequently, that it is impoſſible not to be. 


- VII About Moral Certarnty. 


, His whole Book called 
Faith vindicated was writ- 
ten againſt it. - And in the 
Preface to it, p. 3. he op- 
poſes abſolute Certainty to 
Moral; and he faith, zhoſe 
who” have it not , have no 
true Faith. ; 

Page 17. 

True Faith by reaſon of 
its immiveable Grounds , 
can bear an ferting the 
abſolute Impoſſivility of its 
falſbood. And without this, 
he makes Faith abſurd, pre- 
fernatural * and irratio- 
nal. | 


Page 34. 
Moral Certainty is in 


new uncertainty; and 
the higheſt degree of Mo- 


ral Certainty 8s the loweſt 


. Moral Evidence 


When I read: in 
Lominus,pag. 4.3. that 
7.5. in his Vindication 
pleaded, that he re- 


. quired no- more 


than Moral Ewi- 
dence for the Afent 
and Profeſſion of Faith, 
I could hardly be- 
lieve him ; and 
therefore I was 
earneſt to ſee what 
he would ſay m An- 


ſwer to this; but 
_ even there, pag. 23. 


he owns it , and 
faith expreſly, That 
IS 


abſolutely 


_ 
of Uncertainty, trul ) 
Frame nt 9 oy ns 
The fame he afferts, p4g. js faith , There is 

30:0: 3- - awrethes Moral Bhe- 


Error Noopluſt. peg. 195 Luce in Fradtion. 


Let now any indifferent Perſon compare thoſe AC 
fertions thy oo Cry _- gr ts gy So 477 

Efjence , how cant it be abj 
þgee Faith ? But beſides the ContrediiFion ; he hh 
by this ane Aﬀertien overthrown the whole Defigr of 
his Catholick Letters. . For, If trac Paith may be had 
without Infallible Certaizty , what need any ſuch con- 
—_— — For the Ground of che Difpute is a> 
bout ſuch Faith as - is atceſſary ro Salvation ; and if 
, which is-geceflary. to Sal- 


true Faith, as F. S. gra: 


vation, may be bad their pretendeg Iofalhbi- 
tity; there is no- Perſons: of our 
'Communian to-for 


not have I»fallible 
rant that. we. may be {: 
Sincerity is beexpeRted from 
. ſneh owt-cries uport us, for want of Ipfallible Certeiney for 
 Faich, when-frimietf Confeſles, that Moral Certainty is ſuf- 
vos zo. Faith? what ever becomes of Mara! Certainty, - 
love Moral Honefty;and I cannot. ſee how it isconfiftent 
with it,to. make fuch mighty pretences to' the Neceflity 
of Inf«lliblk Cortainty for Faith, even in his Catholict Eer- 
_ re75 (which ſeems tobe the chief Delignofthem,) = 


(15) 
himſelf had declared torhe Cardinals at Rowe,that leſs. 
thah that is ſufficient for true Faith.But the ſecret of it is, 
he knows well enough, there is no ſuch Neceſſity for 1»fal- 
kible Certainty;and whenit will bring him off,he can own 
at; but us Hereticks,they mult b4after and make a 
juls Pope; it  _ Vo qe nt and in- 

ople ; and t | 0 apt to 

1 confound them like Infallibility; which like 
a Fleſs of Lightning doth not help them to ſee better, 
but ſtrikes theta down with Horror and Aſtoniſhmeat. 
AndhereI might fairly ſtop and ſend the Reader to 

. S. for an ual Anſwer to his own Letters ; or at 
to ſhew ; haw very unfit he was after ſuch going 
forward, and' backwards in this matter, to undertake 
this Cauſe, 

2, But left I ſhould ſeem to decline any thing which 
may ſeem material, I ſhall now proceed to fate the Cor- 
froverſie, as it lies between'Mr,' S. and me. For, what 
concerps another Perſon,T ſhall leave it to himſelf,as not 
ſtanding in need of any Aſſiſtance from me.. 

- The Ocrafion of the Conference was ſet down by 
Mr, M. to havebeen, That Mr. G. affirmed in ſome Com- 
panies, that no Proteftant could ſhew any Ground of 46- 
ſolute Certainty for their Faith ; and that My. S. had pro- 
miſed him, that if I were not able to manifeſt the contrary, 
he would forſake owr Communion. 

So that Mr. G. was the Aeggreſſor by laying this charge 
upon us, That we could ſhew no Ground of Abſolute Cer- 
tainty for our Faith. And therefore when in the Con-- 
ference 1 aſſigned the Scripture for the Ground and 
Rule. of our Faith, and univerſal Tradition for the 
Proof of the Books of Scripture, I had Reaſon in my 
Expoſtulatory Letter to Mr. G., to deſire of him to 

ſhew, * That we. have no abſolute Certainty pt 
| | | * Rule: 


Firſt Lets 


fer, Pag. 4+ 
5, 6G, 


(15) 

&« Rule of our Faith, viz.the Scripture , although we 
« have a larger and firmer- Tradition for it, than 
« you can have for the" Points in difference between 
&« us. C PET 
This plainly relates to the Conference, wherein. Scrip- 
ture was owrd to be our Rule, and Univerſal 7 radition, 
the Evidence vn which we receive the Books. And toany Man 
of Senſe; this is not Shifting and Tricking off the Proof to 
Mr.G.as Mr.G.often calls it; but it isa x. 4 and evident 
Proof of our Certainty upon their own Grounds, For, 
if Tradition be fuch.a Ground of. Abſolute Certainty, as 


"they aſſert, and-we have 4 larger and. firmer Tradition 


for Scripture, than -they can produce for the Points of Faith 
in difference between us; then it 1s evident we muſt 
have, upon their own Principles, a Ground of Abſolute 
Certainty for our Faith ; which was the -main Point of 
the Conference. | 
Tf he will Anſwer the Argument, he muft either 
deny that we have Univerſal Tradition for the Books of 
Scripture, or that Univerſal Tradition is a Ground for 
the Abſolute Certainty of Faith? Either of theſe ways 
he had ſaid ſomething to the purpoſe ; but he found 
this way of Reaſoning too hot for him ; and therefore, 
he calls it Shifting and Tricking off the Proof to My. G. 
and ſo falls into a Tragical Declamation againſt my not 
proving, and making a Secret of the Ground of our Certain- 
ty; asif a Man intended to make a Secrer of a Horſe he 
had loſt, when he publiſhed his Marks in the Gazerr. 


"Here is the Ground of our Certainty laid down in that ve- 


ry place, where he faith, I ſhift off the Brod ro Mr. G. 
but alas-for him ! He cannot ſee any thing like a Proof, 
unleſs it be ſery*d up, with all its due formalities of Ma- 
jor, Minor and Concluſion... Muſt I be forced to tell him, 


as the Painters did by ill Pictures, This « a Horſe, and 


this 


(7) 
this a Wolf ? This is att Argument, and this an Anſwer ? 
It is a hard Caſe if a Man cannot underſtand Reaſon, 
unleſs like Scaliger's Jeſts againſt Cardar , there be 
ſomething in the Margin todire& where they are to be 
found. All Men of Senſe underſtand the force of an 
Argument, though it be not dreſſed up after the way 
of the Schools; and totye Men up to thoſe Methods of 
Reaſoning in our Age in Books of Controverhie, is 
like Trammelling a Horſe, when he is to go a Journey ; 
it might do well to teach him to pace, but it would be 
ridiculous, when he is upon Service. 

_- this he runs out into a very Eloquent piece of 
Trifling, making fad Moans and Complaints with ma- 
ny Exaggerations, and great variety of Phraſes, As if 
T offerd no kind of Certainty to Mens Souls, but onl 
that I bid thoſe that doubt prove the contrary; and lo 
brings notable parallels of Peters having twenty pounds 
in by Purſe, La Paul cannot prove % hath it not ; 
or his having the more Title to an Eſtate, becauſe an Ad- 
verſary may have the ill luck to be Nonſuited, TI know 
not how Mr. G. will take theſe things ; for they do not 
feem much to his Advantage. IfI were as he, [ would 
never truſt him to play my Cards more ; for what means 
this infinuation of Noxſuiting, &c ? But Mr. S. is plain- 
ly miſtaken, for the force of it doth- not depend upon 
his bare Nonſuiting ; but upon the CG of. the 
Deeds, and the Strength of the Evidence , which him- 
ſelf relied upon, and appear much ſtronger for us than 
for him. : 

It is not Pauls not proving , but Peters producing the 
twenty pounds, and laying it before him, which 1s the- 
Argument to prove he hath it. Suppoſe he did not 
|= gs it i» Specie, but ſhewed good Security for it, 

uch as Pax could not deny, _ he not reaſon ” be- 
ieve 


(18 ) 

lieve he was owner of it ? There being fo little colour 
in the. Reaſoning Part, I paſs over the Declamatory, as: 
fitter for the School. at-the Sewoy ,” than a Writer: of 
Controverſies. D 

But here comes in, among his Flowers, a very no- 
table Point of Divinity, Trath-& therefore Truth, be- 
cauſe it is built on Intrinſecal Grounds which prove it: to 
be ſuch; and not. on private Mens Abilities, or their 
ſaying this or that. This latter is undoubtedly true, 
and 1s univerſally believed , ſince. the School of Pz- 
thagoras was broken up :' Wherefore till thoſe Grounds 
be produced, it cannot be with. Reaſon held. Truth, This 
is great ; and png Scientifical F. $; But will 
he fiold to this-? Will he ownit to:the/Cardinelsof the 
Inquiſition? 1 find a certain Gentleman with the very 


vecta. fame Letters, F.S. writing two whole'Set7ions, where- 
ntioF.s. in he denies that ever he medled with Intrinſic Mediums, 


or. that it was: poſſuble that he fb Bur 


Etrinam in ſis libris con- py. 5" 226 then living, and folowed him 


tentam 3 exhibita- Sacrz 


Congregationi Eccleſ. cloſe at Rome ; now that fright is over, 


Grounds again ; and 


mh Gt Inn g Mam r4n hold an thing «6 Truth, tl 


thoſe Grounds be Suppoſe a- 
Man aſſents to the Dottrine of Faith , as True and D#- 
vine on meerly Extrinſecal Grounds, or Motives ; Ar 
aibility ; thath this Man true: Faith or: not ? Is he bound 
to hold and profeſs it to be true, . though he doth not 
ſee the Intrinſecel Grounds which prove Trath to be 
Truth? Doth that Man ſin, who profeſſe to believe 4 
thing to be true, though he doth not ſee the Intrinſic 
Grounds for it ? - What kind of fin is it, Mortal, or: Ve- 
zial ? How far may a Man/ſafely deny that which: he 
cannot with Reaſon hold to be true? How many thou- 
iand Martyrs Lives, might this DoQtrine- have —_ 
I : ©. 


Sw = 
the Primitive Times ? How might the poor Innocent 
Chriſtians have pleaded for themſelves ; © That they 
* could ſee no Intrinſic Grounds, which made Truth to be 
« Trath ; and they underſtood from a deep Divize, 
« that Fill thoſe Grounds be produced , it cannot with 
« Reaſon beheld Truth ; and it it cannot with Reaſon be 
&« held, it may ſurely in our very hard Circumſtances, 
_ «© with Reaſon, be denied, or at leaſt concealed and 
& difembled. There ſeems to be more danger in pro- 
« feſfing the Faith without it ; than in not owning it, 
« being not able to produce Intrinſic Grounds for it. And 
6 theſe are far above our reach and capacity ; and if it 
«cannot with Reaſon be held Truth without it, it 
« ſeems very unreaſonable to require us to dye for it. 
W hat faith F. S. to the Caſe of the Jews, who heard 
our Saviours Dottrine , and ſaw his Miracles, did they 
ſia in their Infidelity or not ? It will be very hard for 
'him prove, that they ſaw Intrinſic Grounds for what 
they were required to believe; and yet our Saviour 


charges them with very 8 cars Sin in their Infidelity. Fobr 15. 


T hope Mr. $8. will not antwer me, about theſe things, 2*: 
as he did ſome in the Conference at Paris, with, T ace, 
Tace , interrumpis & confundis me. This very - In- 


ſtance of the Jews was then brought agaiaſt him by Dr. pag-3:5) 
G. and he ſaid, That only thoſe Jews ſinned, who had clear 3'%3'7 


Evidence that Chriſts Miracles were true and Supernatural. 
But A. B:of D. then urged, That if they had ſuch E- 
wvidence, they could not have inward Unbelief, nor call in 
Queſtion. the Truth or Divinity of Chriſt and his Mira- 
cles. To which F. S. replied, Tace, nolo tibi; Reſpon- 
dere, I hope he is better provided of an oe 
now , and that he will ſhew, wherein -the ſin of 
the Jews lay, who did not profeſs Chriſt's Do- 
Ctrine to be true , —_— they could not pro- 

2 duce 


( 29 ), 
Ance any Intrinſic Grounds for the Truth of it. 
But to return to our firſt Controverſie , Abog? the 
Pages. Certainty of Faith to be proved by us. Hetells me, #hat 
I know well enough, that bo jou Proteſtants have no Ab- 
ſolute Certainty of their Faith is no hard T ask even for 
4 weak Man ; I know, he ſaith, that any Man may find 
it confeſſed to his hands by why ug, and in the Mar- 
gin he cites, Dr. Tillotſons Rule of Faith, pag. 117, 
118. -I wonder at Mr. S's. Courage, that he dares men- 
tion that Book, to which he hath ſo many years been 
indebted for an Anſwer, and what he hath offer'd to- 
wards it in Faith Vindicated, and Reaſon againſt Rail- 
_ ery, he hath again retracted as to the main Prixciples 
of them, for fear of a Cenſure at Rome; and which 
' he advaneed out of oppoſition to thoſe of that Book 
which he quotes here. So that YF. S. by diſowning 
thoſe Principles of his, hath juſtified Dr. 7. and hath 
overthrown the Abſolute Certainty. of his own Faith. 
For I have already proved from his own words, That 
he owns Moral Eo idewce to be abſolutely ſuffewent for 
Faith ; and yet this is the very thang from whence he 
proves that Proteſtants have confeſſed that they have no 
Abſolute Certainty of their Faith. 
But if this Matter were to be decided by the Con- 
felſion of Parties, what thinks he of thoſe of the Church 
Here, Of Rome , who have charged his DoCtrine about In- 
Blackloen. fallible Certainty , with o———_ Hereſie and Impiety, 
be d222 and that it leads to Atheiſm and Infidelity, and overthrows 


Co 22 


”* the Chriſtian Faith ? This we are told is che ſenſe of all 
| ent a the Learned and Orthodox Men of your Church. Let the 
Fdem | Reader judge what F. S. hath gotten by the Confeſſion 
_— of Parties. 
ſtruit impellitque ad Scepticiſmum & Atheiſmum. Zereſ. Blaklo, p. 66. 

Mocun! cmate viel Dock &:Orthodoni ſentiunt,per twax >—rr raſtum ad Atheiſmum 
& Herefin hiatum aperiri. Hereſ« Bieckloen, p.200. 


I 


( 21) 
| Thope now we ſhall come to the Szare of the Queſtion; 
for he charges me with perverting it: The Firſ# Que- 
" fion (he ſaith) «ft the Conference, was, Whether Prote- 
ftants are abſolutely Certain, that they hold now the ſame 
Tenets in Faith and all that our Saviour taught to his 
Apoſtles. And my Anſwer, he faith, was, are. 

By his favour, my Anſwer was not in thoſe words, 
&« but that we are abſolutely certain that we now hold 
&« all the fame DoQrine that was taught by Chriſt and 
« his Apoſtles. And for a certain Reaſon, I defire my 
own Words may expreſs my Mind ; for I do not find 
Oral Tradition Infallible ; and where Words are varied, 
the Senſe may beſo too. 

Bur he oblerves, hat T1 trick t off again, as he calls 
it, (I ſuppoſe it is Gameſters Language, ) from the 
Point of olute Certainty of Faith, to Abſolute Certainty 
of the Rule of Faith, viz. the Scripture ; but our Saviour 
and Proteſtants believe more than that the Book ſo called, is 
Scripture. Is Certainty of this more, and Certainty of 
this Book, all one ? e #s then an enquiry after one 
thing, plainly turned off ta another. It ſeems Mr. G. is - 
quite gone for a Gameſter ; for he diſcerned no Tricking 
in this matter, nor can TI. Itis very true, we do believe 
More, than that the Book ſo called is Scripture; for we 
believe A//the Matters of Faith contained in that Book. 
And what then ? If by his More, he means Articles of 
Faith not contained in Scripture ; then FE tell him plain+ 
ly, we believe zo More. And therefore when Mr. O. 
' put his next Queſtion, as he thoaght very pertinently, 

By what Certain Rule do you hold it ? My Anſwer was, 
By the Divine Revelation contained in the Writings of tbe 
New Teſtament : Whereby I excluded his More, if it be 
not contained in Scripture. 'But if by More, he means 
our Aſſent tothe Points of Faith contained in _—_—_ 


622) 
*T ſhall give a full Anſwer to it afterwards, Then he 
asked, By what Certain Rule do you know that the New 
Teſtament, which we now have, does contain all the Divite 
Revelations of Chriſt and his Apoſtles ? And if he pits 
{uch Queſtions concerning the Rule, What Tricking was 
it inme, to give a dire& Anſwer to-them ? How did I 
turn off the Enquiry from one thing to another, when 1 
only Anſwered the Queſtions he propoſed ? This is not 
playing Mr. G's Cards, but condemning him for plays 
unskilfully ; and deſiring to begin a wew Game; for Mr.G. 
had a bad band, and managed it very ll. 

- But what would F. S. have done ? The thing to be 
made manifeſt by the Conference, was, the Abſolute Cer- 
tainty of Proteſtans Faith. And ſo it was; for Prote- 
flant Faith isto believe «ll that is contained in Scripture, 
.and nomore. Mr. G. did indeed ask ſome Queſtions about 
your Certainty of your Rule ; and I gave him dire&-An- 
{ſwers. Where is the Tricking in all this ? But Iwi/ely 
cut off the Courſe of the Queſtions before they had queſtion'd 
away the Certainty of Faith. So far ocherwils that I 
. Jet them alone, till. they plainly run away from the 
- buſineſs of Certainty to another Queſtion ; and then 
Mr. T. cut them off, by declaring himſelf ſatisfied ; and 
ask - g How they could prove the Church of Rome to be In- 
allible ! | 
4 Bat now we are to ſee how much better the Cards 
might have been ne. And now, look ye Gentle- 
men, the Man of Skill begins the Game. After the Cer- 
. #ainty of Scripture from Tradition was admitted, there was 
no Re aſi to admit that Tradition cauſes Certdinty, and 
makes ich 4s certain as Scripture. See the difference of 


theſe two Gameſters at Tradition ! But what if I ſhould 
yield him, thatT will not refuſe to give my Aſſent to 
any, Point of Faith, which comes down to us from the 

| Apoſtles 


- 


0" On 
Apoſtles Times with «s /arge and 4s firm a Tradition as 
the Scripture ? Then ( ſaith he ) it would have proved 
Something difficult to (atisfie even a willing Man, that the 
Faith is certain which is oppoſed to a Faith come dawn by 
Tradition. Something difficult ! Nay very much fo, 
without doubt. But this is fairly to ſuppoſe, that you 
have as Univerſal a Tradition for your T ridentine Faith, 
as-we hive for the Scripture ; but this I utterly deny ; 
and I hope in another Treatiſe to ſhew, I have not done 
it without Reaſon. Let the Matter of Tradition itſelf,as 
a Rule of Faith, be ene of theſe Points. If there were 
a Conſtant Univerſal Tradition in the Chriftian Church 
from the Apoſtolical Times, that there were Matters of 

Faith neceſlary to Salvation not contained in Scripture, 
I grant that it would be difficult, to prove it to be a 
Matter of Faith that Scripture alone is our Rule of Faith. 
But that is the mighty Advantage of our Cauſe, that 
we have both Scriptare and Tradition for us ; and that 
no Catholick Tradition can be produced againſt us, in 
any one Point of the Additional Creed of Pius IV. which 
is the Deſign I have undertaken, of which I ſhall ſud- 
denly publiſh. the Firff Parr ; and if God gives me 
Life and Health, I hope to go through the Reſt. Well ; 
but in the mean time, Abſolute Certainty of Scripture 
was not the Point of the Conference. Can F. S. tell better 
than the Managers? His meaning is, it ought not to 
have been. - Nor #s it the Point of Concern. This is 
ftrange. Not the Point of Concern to thoſe that own it 
to be the Word of God, and the only Rule of Faith ! It 1s 
yo Infinite Concern to us ; if it be not to you, I pity you 

OT If, - = * 

Beſides that, it is agreed on all hands, Men are ſaved 
Fro. and Prattiſine what Chriſt taught, not barely © 
believing Scripture is Scripture. This is 00 = w Spe- 
| culation ; 


1 T_— 
culatioa ; But what follows from it ? Therefore we 
ought to believe Chriſt's Dettrine contained in Scriptaye, 
#nd obey his Commands ; and do I give the leaſt Intima- 
tion againſt this ? But, the Queſtion was about our 
Rate of Faith, and that I till think is the Scriprere ; 
and whatever is contained therein, is to be believed on 
that Account. But Salvation is the thing that imports us 
in theſe Diſputes, and *twere well if nothing vIſe- were 
minded by Diſputers. And ſo think I too. I deſire no 
more to end our Controverſies, than to make Se/vation 
our End, and the Scripture onr Rule. But how can 
Salvation be the thing that imports us in theſe Diſputes, 

if Men cannot with Reaſon hold any thing true, pa 
can produce the Intrinſecal Grounds which prove it tobe ſo? 

Doth = S.in _ _ _ none Fg _ but 
Metaphyſical Speculators, that perch upon t cifick Na- 
ture - {i = and dig jnco che Inrife Uta) of 
Truth ? If this be his —_— How few can be [aved ! 
But if S«/vation be the End, the Mears muſt be ſui- 
table tothe Capacity of Mankind ; and I donot think, 
the Intrinſecal Grounds of Truth are (0. 

But aftey all, he ſaith, that I ftifle any farther talk of 
the Certainty of Proteſtent Faich. How can that be, 
when I own no Proteſtant Faith but what is contained 
in Scripture, or may be deduced from it ; according 
to the Sixth Article of our Church. Iam not conſcious 
to myſelf of any Art in the matter, which he charges 
me with ; and he faith, I avoid what cannot be perform- 
ed. What is that ? To make ont that the fam are ab- 


ſolutely certain that they now bold all the ſame Dofirine 
that was taught by Chriſt and his Apoſiles. If all that Do- 
Arine be contained 1n Scripture, and they hold the 
Scripture by Grounds of Abſolute Certainty, _ Pro- 

rexants 


(25) 
teſtants muſt be certain 7hat they hold all the ſame Do+ 
frine that was taught by Chriſt and his Apoſtles. 
Afﬀerwards Mr. {tarts ſomething that comes nearer 
to the buſineſs ; which is, that Certainty of Faith and 
Certainty of Scripture, are two things : For thoſe who have 
as much Certainty of Scripture as we, may have not only an 
Uncertain but a Wrong Faith ; antl therefore I am toncern- 
ed to ſhew, not only that Proteſtants have Certainty of 
their Rule, but of the Faith which they pretend v6 have 
from that Rule» That which I am now upon, is to 
ſettle the ere Stare of the Controverſie about the Cer- 
rainty of Faith. In the Conference, my firſt Anſwer 
was, that, We aye abſolutely Certain that we now hold all 
the ſame Dottrine, that was taught by Chriſt and his Apo- 
files. And when the Queſtion was asked, By what Cer- 
tain Rule do we hold it ! Tanſwer'd, By the Divine Re- 
welation contained in the Writings of the New Teſtament. 
So that the Cerrainty of Scripture was that which I was 
obliged to anſwer tro. Now comes F. 8. and he finds 
fault with Mr. G's management ; becauſe he asked 
Queſtions about the Cerra;nty of the Rule ; whereas he 
ought to have gone another Way to work. So that 
now Mr. G. is given up, and a New Controverlie is 
begun upon other Grounds ; and the Words which I 
nſed with ReſpeCQ to the Rule, are applied to parti- 
cular Do##rines, He ſaith, The Certainty of Scripture 
was . not the Point for which the Conference was, How 
comes he to know better than Mr. G, unleſs he direQed 
the Point, and Mr.G. miſtook and loſt it in the Manage- 
ment ? But T am now bound to manifeſt, that Proteſtants 
have Abſolute Certainty, not only of the Scripture, as the 
Role, but of the Faith they have from that Rule, oy elſe to 
own that I cannot. It leems Mr. G's good Nature be- 
tray'd him, when he asked _=— about 2he Rule 


of 


of Faith; and ſo the main Point was loſt. Yet mie- 
thinks it was. not. meer good Nature in Mr. G,. For, 
whep:1we are asked, about the Grounds and Certainty 
of out Faith, how.is- it poſſible we ſhould anſwer more 
pertinently , than to aſſign the Rule of our Faith ? 
And we declare it.to be the Scripture, by which we 
judge whatiwe' are .to believe, and: what not. And 
therefore .if\ any. Jask. us of #he, Matter of our Faith, .we 
muſt anfiver, It is whatever God hath revealed in the 
Scripture which is our Rule, It they ask us, How we 
come to know theſe Books to be written by ſuch Perſons, we 
ſay, Ic.is by. the Univerſal Tradition of the Chriſtian 
Churches. - TE they: ask-us, Why we believe the Dottrine 
comained in_ thoſe Books, then our Anſier is, From the 
Divine Teſtimonies, which make ns certain that it came 
from God. And thus we anſwer both. to that which is 
called, the Materal and. Formal Objett of Faith ; and if 
we are abſolutely Certain.of theſe, we muſt beſo ofour 
Faith, If we ask a Jew about the Certajnty of his 
Faith, he ſaith, he is Certain of it, becauſe all his Faith 
15 contained in the Books of Moſes, and he is well aflured 
they were written by Divine Inſpiration. If we ask a 
Mahometan, of his Faith, his Anſwer is, That his 
Faith is contained in the Alcoran ; and by proving has, 
he proves the Certaznty of his Faith ; and if that be dif- 
proved, the Certainty of it is overthrown. Thoſe who 
reſolve their Faith intg a Written Rule, muſt go thither, 
when Queſtions are asked.them about the Cerrainty of 
their Fairch, For, if I believe every thing in it, and 
nothing but what is in it, there lies my Faith, and the 
 Certainty of it depends upon the Certaznty. of my. Rule. 
. But I muſt ſhew the Certainty of the Faith of Proteſtants, 
4s it is pretended to be takenfrom the Rule, Not certainly, 
when the Queſtion is asked about the entire Object of 

our 
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our Faith, or when we are to ſhew how we hold all the 
ſame Doitrine that was tenght by Chriſt and his Apoſtles ; 
for the word A/{ makes it neceſſary tor us to Afſign our 
Rule wherein that A// is contained. Tf he ask us of the 
Certainty of any particular Point of our Faith , then 
we are to make 1t out, that this is contained in our 
Rale; and our Certainty is according to the Evidence 
we are able to produce for it. 

For the Caſe is not the ſame, as to particular Points 
of Faith, with that of the General Grounds of the Cer- 
tainty of Faith, A Yew firmly believes all that 
is contained in the Books of Moſes, and with the 
higheſt Degree of Certainty ; but whether the Re- 
ſurrefion can he proved certainly from thoſe Books, 
is a particular Point ; and he may have Abſolute 
Certainty of all contained in thoſe Books, though he 
may not have it, as to ſuch a Particular Point. 
And when we come to Particular Points, their 
Caſe is not only different from the General Rule 
of Faith, but ſuch Points are very different both 
among themſelves, and as to the Cerrainty of them. 

Far, (1) There are ſdme Points of Faith, which were 
neceſſary to be Revealed, becauſe they were meceſſary 
to be Believed, in order to our Salvation by Jeſus Chriſt. 
For as Mr. S. ſaith, S«/vation i the thing of greate# 
Importance ; and therefore on Suppoſition, that it is to 
be by Jeſws Chriſt, the Nature of the thing requires, that 
we have a firm and eſtabliſhed Faith in him. And of 
theſe Points of Faith, the Church hath given aSummary 
in the Creeds which were propoſed to thoſe who were to 


be Baptized ; and not only St. Asgaftir, but Aquinzs 2. 2.19. 
faith, theſe were taken out of Scripture ; and the Cer. 441+ 


#4inty of them to us, doth depend not upon the 
Anthority of the Church: propoſing them ; but the 
; E 2 Evidence 


Evidence of Scripture for them , which is very mach 
confirmed to us by the Concwurrent' Teſtimony of the 
Chriſtian Church in all Ages, from the Apoſtles times, 
z.e.as tothe main Articles ; for that there was a great 
variety, as to others,is evident to any one who will com- 
pare the Ancient Creeds, as I have lately ſhewed: And 
theſe main Articles are thoſe which Aquinas calls the 
prima Credibilia; which are therefore revealed , be- 
cauſe neceſſary to be believed by all that hope for Sal- 
vation by Jeſus Chriſt, | 

IT. There are other Points of Faith, which are oz! 
neceſſary to be believed, becauſe they are ſo clearly revealed ; 
As that Cajaphas was High Prieſt when Chriſt ſuffer'd ; 
that there were two Malefatfors who ſuffers with him ; 
that he was buried in Joſeph of Arimathes's Sepulchre ; 
no Man who believes rhe Scripture can doubt of theſe 
things; and yet we do not make theſe Poinrs of Faith in 
themſelves neceſſary , becauſe they have no immediate 
Reference to Salvation , which might have been as: 
- efteQuually carried on, if there had been another High 
Prieſt, or Chriſt had"lain in another Sepu/chre. But 
in theſe Points there is an abſolute Certarnty from the 
unqueſtionable Evidence of their being contained in 
Scripture. 

Ill.There are dotFrinal points not neceſſary to Salvati- 
on,about which ſome may attain to a greater Degree of 
Certainty than others. And the ſame Meaſure is not re- 
quired of all; Becauſe Mens Capacities are not equal, 
if they do uſe equal Diligence; and all are not obliged 
to the ſame Degrees of Diligence that ſome are. As 
tothe Points neceſſary to Sefvation, God is not want- 
ing by his Grace to make rhem known toMen of honeſt 
and ſincere Minds. And this is no peculiar Doctrine 
of mine, as F. S. would infinuate , but it hath on 
| | tae 


the conftant Doftrine of their moſt: Learned and Judi- 


cious Schook-Divines ; as is evi- 
dent from what they ſpeak of 
the Donum IntelleFus ,and theL«- 
wen Fidei, which ſecure Men 
from Errour in what cdncerns 
their Salvation. If he hath there- 
fore ſuch an Inveterate ow a- 
gainſt this DoQrine, let him at- 
raque the greateſt Divines of the 
Church of Rowe , who have in 
terms aſſerted the ſame, which 1 
have done. And1I would fainſee 
F. S. demonſtrating againſt 4-' 
quinas, and all his followers, 3That 
there is no ſuch Security from Ex- 


Sed circa ea quz ſunt de Neceſſitate 
Salutis, ſufficienter inftruuntur aSpi- 
ritu Santo, 2.2. 9. $. 4. 4. 4d 1. 

Donum intellefus nunquam ſe 
ſubtrahit ſantis circa ea quz ſunt ne- 
ceflaria ad ſfalutem, ſed circa alia in- 
terdum ſe ſubtrahit. ib. 4d. 3. 
_ * A. 3. dicendum quod Lumen Fidei- * 
facit videre ea quz creduntur---- ita 
Per habitum Fidei inclinatur mens 

minis- ad afſentiendum his quz con- 
veniunt certz Fidei & non Allis. 2. 2+ 
9. I. 4. 4. 4d 3 

Per lumen Fidei divinitus infuſum 
homini homo afſentit his quz ſunt Fi- 
dei, non autem contrariis;z & ideo ni- 
hil periculi vel damnationis ineft his 
qui ſunt in Chrifto Jeſu, ab ipſo illu- 
minati per fidem, 2. 2.. 9. 2. 4. 2+. 


ad 2, 


rour in Points neceſſary to Salva- 

tion, where ever God. beſtows true Grace. As to Points not 
meceſſary to Salvation, I do not affirm, there is any ſuch 
. Ground of Abſolute Certainty, as to particular Perſons, 
who are only concerned as to their own Szlvation. And 
that was the Reaſon of my Anſwer to the fourth 
Queſtion. *© The Univerſal Teſtimony of the Chriſti- 
* an Church, concerning the Book of Scripture , and 
<& the Doftrine contained therein is a ſufficient Ground 
< to make us certain of all Matters neceſſary to. our 
« Salvation. But of this more afterwards" It is MF 
ficient here to obſerve, that even in the Church of 
Rome, there are Points of DoiFrine, which are not de 
Fide, and conſequently the Certainty of Faith is not 
required tothem. And then it is moſt unreaſonable to- 
require the Abſolute Certainty of Faith in-thoſe things 
which we deny to be Points of Faith. It is, as if we 
ſhould ask them. what Abſolute Certainty of Faith 
; they. 
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-they have, as to the Immaculate Conception and Aſ- 
* «< Jamption of the B. Virgin, or the Popes Infallibility, 
they would tell us, thele are no Points of Faith with 
them, -and therefore it is unreaſonable to ask after the 
. Abſolute Certainty of Faith, where there is no Faith pre- 
tended, The ſame we ſay, in the like Caſe, It is ve- 
ry abſurd to demand of us the Abſolnte Certainty of our 
Faith in fuch things , wherein we never pretend to a 
Certainty of Faith ; but of common Senſe and Reaſon 
Pong according to the Rule of Scripture. As, if 
en impoſe falſe and abſurd Doftrines upon us , as 
T ranſubſtantiation, &c. we inſiſt upon the Common 
Right of: Mankind, not to be required to believe Cor- 
tradiitions ; and the Right of Chriſtians, not to believe, 
what hath neither Scripture, nor , Reaſon, nor Tradition 
for it. And theſe are the Grownds on which we reje& the 
Additional Creed of Pins the Fourth. * We make them 
no Points of Faith at all ; and if others do make them 
ſo, we deſire to be excuſed, becauſe it is as certain 
to us ny are not ſo, as we can be of Negatives : And 
farther than this we go not in ſuch Points; and if this 
be what he means by Proteſtant Faith , he hath my 
Anſwer. 

IV. The Genera! Reaſon of the Certainty of Faith in 
Particular Perſons is not from Concluſtve Evidence as to 
the Points of Faith , but from ſome higher Cauſe. And 
ctSMF."S:nght to know hath been the conſtant Do- 
frine of the Schools ever ſince Divinity hath been 
brought-into them. I except only one om de 
» Marchia, who required concluſive Evidence to the Cer- 
rainty of Faith, but he is diſputed 

, Greg, Ariminenf.. D. 1. 4. 4 againſt by Gregorius Ariminenſis ; 

ele . and he ſaith, His Dot#rine was con- 
demned by the Faculty of Paris ; and 

= Grego- 
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Gregory de Valentia, ſpeaks of him = Greg. de valentia, Tom. 3. Dip. 13 
with great Contempt for holding @: 1. er. 4. 

ſd abſurd a'DotQtrine. | 

The Certainty of Faith is declared by the Anti- 
ent School-men to be above Opinion, and below Stience :» 
by which they underſtood, the Intrinſic Grounds on 
which Truth is built ; which Mr. S. makes neceſſary 
to.the Profeſſion of it. 

Hugo de Sanito Vidtore, faith , c Hugo ie Sanfto Viftore; Sum. 
Ther the higheſt Certainty of Faith BALES 
is owing t0 4 Pious and pure Diſpo- + Rich. de Sanfto Viftor. Declar, Part. 
ſition of the Mind , and an imme- "+ 0:373- 
diate Divine Influence. 

'- Petyis Pifavienfis, That it lies Petr, PiQtavienſ. Sentent, Part. 3+ 
not in Evidence, but Adherence. "I 

Guliel. Payiſienſis, proves Con» Gy, parifient; de Fide. 1 
cluſtve Evidence repugnant to bs 
Faith,in a long Diſcourſe. 

Gul.  Antiſſiodorenſis, thinks ra Gul. Antiſtiodor Sum, in Pref. 
tional Evidence good to ſupport and * 3: Th. % 2: 
defend the Faith, and to prepare | 
men for it ; But that the Certainty of it lies not in Spe- 
eulation, but in an Adherence of the Mind to the Prime 
Perity. 

Alex. Alenſis , ſaith likewiſe 5 Alex. Alenſ, Part. 1. Q. 2. MM. 2. 
its Certainty doth not lie in Spe- 
culation,but in inward Aﬀettion ana 
Adherence; there is, he ſaith, an inferiour ſort of Ac- 

wiſite Faith which relies on Reaſons and Teſtimonies ; 
Jus ihs, he faith, s meerly Natural and Preparatory to 
Devine Faith. : | 

Bonaventure ſaith, the Certain- Bonavent. 1. 3. D. 23. 0. 4 
ty of Adherence is beyond that of 
Speculation, becauſe « Martyr may have doubts, and yet aie 
for his Faith. | Thomas 


. 4+ 
Part. 3. 9. 68. M. 2. A. 2. 
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Thomas Aquinas thinks, thoſe 


| Aquin, 1.9.46-42.inG, _' ghat go about to bring Demonſtra- 
EET I tions for Faith, expoſe it to the 

"*Þ. 1.4.4. ad 3. Scorn and Reproach of Infidels ; 

9. 2-4 Þ and he refolves the inward Cer- 

PRE | rainty of Faith into Divine Illn> 


mination ; when the Obje&tion was put, That Matters 

of Faith could not be reſobved into firſt Principles, Which 
Mr. $. hath fo long and ſo'vainly: pretended to. 

Henricus Gandavenſis ſaith, 

: -Henr. Ganday. Sum. Art. 7. Q.2. There is a Certainty of Adherence 

NOS 2. N. 13-13.Q.1, N. # the habitof Faith; and thas the 

qo 9 WH 9 198. Evidence of Credibility falls much 

ſhort of that of Science; and he 

makes Scripture the Rule, whereby we -arexto judge of the 

Dottrine of the preſent Church, and of all Ages ſucceeding 

' the Apoſtles. | 

bf Scotus diſtinguiſheth berweex 

] | Acquiſite and Human Faith, and 

Scot. in Sentent. L.3. Q,23 Ne Dy; ine or Infuſed Faith ; but he 


pa denies any J»fallib:lity to belong 
to the former. 

Durand.-Prolog. Q. 1. N. 43,46. Darandus denies Faith to be 

-L. 3. Diſt. 24 Q. 3+ N- 8, 9 conſiſtent with Concluſtve Evidence; 


and that the Motives of Credibility 

affords ſuch Evidence, becauſe that neceſſitutes Aſſers. 

And it is obſervable, that he reſolves "Faith not into 

the Teſtimony of the preſent, but of the Apoſtolical 
Church. | - 

| I need produce no more, to ſhew what a Stranger 

Mr. S. is to the DotFrine of his own Church ; or elſe 

what an obſtinate Oppoſer he is of it. But this is ſuſi- 

cient to ſhew what Grownds of the Certaimty of Faith 

. -are allowed by' the Chief Divines of the Church of 


Rome, 
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Rome, and how very different they are from thoſe .of 
the Catholick- Letters. 'To ſumm up briefly therefore 
the _ of this/Conzroverſie about the Cerrarnty of our 
Faith; 

I. I aſſert, That we are Abſolutely Certain of the For- 
"mal Objef# of our Faith, viz. that whatever God reveals, 
is True, and to be profeſſed by us, though we do not ſee the 
Intrinſick Grounds of it. 

II. We are Abſolutely Certain of the Infallible Rule of 
our Faith ; and that AlPthe neceſſary Points of Faith,in 
order to-theSalvation of Mankind, are therein contained- 

II. The General Certainty of: Divine Faith in true 
Believers, according to their own Divines, doth not de- 

nd .upon Conclaſrve Evidence, or Intrinſick Grounds, 

ut an inward Perception cauſed by Divine Grace. 
IV. Particular Points of Faith are more or leſs Cer- 
#4in, according tothe Evidence of their DeduCtion from 
Scripture as the Rule Oi Faith, 

V. Where any Propoſitions are impoſed as Points of 
Faith , which others deny, thoſe who. impoſe, are 
bound to prove the Certa/nty of them as ſuch, and not 
thoſe who rejeQ them. 

And this is our Caſe as to the Points in Difference be- 
tween us and thoſe of the Church of Rome : We do not 
- make the Negatives any Points of our Faith, any further 
than as the Scriprure is our Rule,and we cannot be bound 
conſequently . to receive any thing as a Poznt of Faith, 
but what is contained in it, or deduced from it. But 
the Church of Rome requiring us to receive them as 
Points.of Faith, 'is bound to prove the Certaznty of them 
as ſuch. 

Having thus endeavoured to ſet this. Controverſie 
about the Certainty of Faith in its true Light, I now 
proceed to.conlider what Mr.'S. doth object agaiaft it. 
And.I ſhall conceal.nothing _ looks like an Argu- 

ment 


k 
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ment. His Raillery I deſpiſe, and his Impertinencies 
I ſhall paſs over. = 

I. That which looks moſt like an Argument, is, 
what he hath ſet out by way of Propoſitions in his Firſt 
Letter. 

1. God hath left us ſome way to know what ſurely Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles taught. | 

2. Therefore this way muſt be ſuch, that they whotake 
it, ſball arrive by it at the End it was intended for ; 
i, e..know ſurely what Chriſt and Vis Apoſtles taught. 

3. Scriptures Letter interpretable by Private Judg- 
ments, is not that way ; for we experience Presbyterians 
and Socinians ( for Example) both take that way, yet 
differ in ſuch high Fundamentals, as the Trinity and the 
Godhead of Chriſt. 

. Therefore Scriptures Letter interpretable 7 Pravate 
7 > Bates is not the way left by God to know ſurely what 

C _ and his Apoſtles taught, or ſurely to arrive at Right 
F, aith, . . 

5. Therefore they who take only that way, cannot by it 
arrive ſurely at right Faith, fince "tis i le to arrive 
at the End,without the means or way that leads to it. 

Upon ſetting dowa this, Mr. $ being ſenſible he had 
plaid his bef Cards, cannot help a little exprefling the 
Satisfa&tion he had in the Goodweſs of his Game. I do 
nor (ſaith he) expei# any Anſwer to this Diſcourſe, as 
ſhort as it is, and as plain, and 45 nearly as it touches your 
Copy-hold, Alas for me, that am fallen into the hands 
of ſuch a Gameſter ! But I am reſolved to diſappoint 
him, and to- give him a c/ear and- full Anſwer to this 
 ſhew of Reaſoning. And that ſhall be, by making it 
appear, 

- T. That it proceeds upon Falſe Suppolitions. 

IT. That it deſtroys any Rule of Faith, even his own 
admired Oral and Pratticel Tradition. I. That 
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T. That it proceeds upon Falſe Suppoſitions. As. 

1. That no Certainty can be attained where there is 
no 1»fallibility. For if Men may arrive at Certainty 
where there 1s a general Poſſiv;/ity of Deception, all this 
ſeeming Demonſtration comes to nothing. And yet this 
is a thing all Mankind are agreed in, who allow any ſuch 


 * thing as Certainty; and the contrary Opinion was 


( which Mr. S. little thinks ) the very Foundation of 

Seepticiſm ; viz. T hat there could be no Certainty, unleſs 

Men could find out ſuch an Infallible Mark of Truth, which 

could not agree to what was Falſe; as he might have 

learned in- Cicero's Lucullus, without ſending him to 

Pyrrho's Scholars. And till Zezo and his Diſciples pre» 

tended to find out this, Scepric:ſms gained little Ground ; 

but whea they yielded to that Principle, That no Cer- 

tainty was to be had without it, then a mighty Advan- 

tage was given them, which they improved accor- 

dingly. But the more Judicious Philoſophers were 
forced to quit the Stoicks Infallible Mark, and to pro- 

ceed upon ſuch Evidence of Perception, and Senſe, and 

_Ratiocination, as might in things not Self evident form 
an Aſent which excludes all reaſonable Doubt of the 

contrary. But ſtill thoſe who pretended to Infallibility, 

were the moſt deceived. As Epicurus thought there 

. could be no Certainty in Sexſe, unleſs it were made Is- 
fallible ; and from hence he ran into that groſs Abſur- 
dity, that the Sun was really no bigger than he ſeemed 
to be to our Senſes. For, he went juſt upon Mr. S. his 

Principles, If there be a poſſibility of Deception, there can 

be no True Certainty ; and to make good this Hypotheſis, 
the Sun muſt be no bigger than a Bonfire, But the 
Wiſer Philoſophers took in the Aſſiſtance of Reaſor, 

which, though not Infallible, might give ſuch Evidence, 

as afforded Cert«inty, where it tell ſhort of Demonſtra- 

tiow. As in Phyſical and Moral things. I grant, | wa 
: F 2 ome 
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ſome of thoſe . who. talked moſt-and beſt 'of Demonſtra- 
tion, fell wonderfully: ſhort of it, when they catne to - 
apply Notions: to Things ; and the Demonſtrations they 
made were to little-or. no purpoſe, in the promoting of 
Knowledge, as, that Man is 4 Rational Creature, 8c. 
But their Phyſical Speculations are very far from it; yet 
this doth not hinder.-but that a- Cer#ainty is attainable 
as to the Nature of Things. And in Morals, they knew ' 
and confeſſed there could be no Demonſtration in-them ; 
yet they profeſſed a rrue Certainty they had as to the 
Nature of Happineſs, and the real Differences of Vertne 
and Vice : They owned ſome Moral. Principles to be 
Abſolutely Certain, as that Good is to be choſen, and Evil 
to be avoided, &c. but in particular Caſes, they made 
uſe of the beſt Reaſon they had, to prove ſome things 
Good, and others Evil. And although they could not 
proceed. with equal Certasnty in all Vertues and YVices-; 
yet in ſome they had clear Evidence, and in others they 
made uſe of the beſt means to give SatisfaCtion tothem-- 
ſelves and others. - 

Thus it is in Matters of Faith, there are ſome things - 
Abſolutely Certain, as, that God cannot deceive ms; that 
the Scripture is our Rule of Faith; but then, whether 
ſuch Points be contained 1n that Rule and be of Divine 
Revelation, is not Self-evident ; andtherefore theſe muſt - 
be deduced by all:the beſt Methods of Reaſoning from a 
written Rule-; and when Perſons have examined the 
Scripture with all the- Care and Diligence , ' which 
one who would arrive at Cerrainty thinks himſelf ob- 
liged to, . then I do affirm, that ſuch a-Man may attain 
to a true Certainty and Satisfaition of Mind about it. 
And that true Certazwty is attainable withoutInfallibility, 
I ſhall prove by an undeniable Inſtance ( if an Inſtance. 
willl be allowed ;: and I hope I ſhall make it a as 
reaſonable for me to produce Inftances.as himſelf,) _ 

| taat - 
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that is, concerning a Point of Faith of the greateſt Im- 
portance, viz. That Jeſus Chriſt was the true Meſſias fore- 
told by the Prophets. The Proof of this depended on'the 
Interpretation of Scripture ; and there could be no Infal- 
lible Interpreter relied upon in this Caſe: As to Chriſt 
himſelf, although he really was fo, yet we ſuppoſe the 
> wy to be about him, whether he were an Infallible 

eachey or not ; and therefore we muſt not ſuppoſe the 
thing to be proved. As to the Paublick Interpretation, 
which Mr.S.makes his Infalible Rule, ifthat were to be 
relied upon, then a Jew was bound not to believe Chriſt 
to be-the #rue Meſias, becauſe the Publick Interpretation 
was againſt him; and the T raditionsl Senſe of the Prophe- 
cies was againſt him, being for a Temporal Prince;I now 
demand of Mr. S. whether the Jews were capable of Cer- 
t4inty in this Point or not ? If not,then the Jews were ex- 
cuſedin their Infidelity: If they were,then trueCertainty 


_ be had without an Infallible Guide, although the 
Pablic 


4 


ck — and Tradition be againſt it. And 
if it may be had in ſodifficult a Caſe, which depended 
on the Sexſe of obſcure Prophecies ; much more certainly 
under the clearRevelation of the Goſpel ; wherein all 
Neceſſary - Points are laid down with ſo much clearnels, 
that the Fault muft be more in Mens Ws than their 
Underftandings, if they do not apprehend them. - 

2. The Second falf: Suppoſition is, That 4 Rule of 
Faith muſt be 'a Mechanical Rale, and not a Rational ; 
2. e, It muſt be like a Caypenters. Rule, that hath all its 
Dimenſions fixed, and ready to be applied to Material 
things; but in matters of Underſtanding no ſuch Rule 
is to be expected. The very nar who diſputed ſo 
much about Cerzainty, would have laughed'at any man 
who had applied a Materia! Rule to IntelleQtual things ; 


yet this is Mr, S's.great Example: I #ake my Ruler, Second Lt- 
- faith > P+ 255 
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laith he, and draw « Line by it, does the ftreightneſs op 
crookedneſs of this Line depend upon my Underftanding ? 
By -no means. But is there any ſuch Intelletfual Rule 
as this ? There have been great Diſputes in the World, 
among Men of Wit and Subtilty, about the Certdinry 
of Human Knowledg; Whether any Infallible Cr:ce- 
ron could be found to diſcern Truth and Falſhood? But 
they never imagined any ſuch thing as an TzrelleiFual 
Raley to draw Lines by; but that there were certain 
Differences of Truth and Falſhood, which men might 
find out, but not without Diligence and Application of 
their Minds to it. And hotwithſtanding the Characters 
of Truth and Falſhood: were in themſelves Certain, yet 
it was very poſlible for Men to miſtake about them ; 
not only for want of Judgment, but of Diligence and 
Impartiality : So we ſay here as to a Rule of Faith ; we 
do not ſuppoſe it to be a Material Rule; 3. e. If a Man 
taks the Lerter of Scripture, and apply it to any Opi- 
nions, he muſt preſently know whether they be true or 
falſe ; but it is a Rational and IntellefFual. Rule, which 
is abſolately Certaiy in-it ſelf ; and whatever agrees to it 
is Tye, and whatever doth not is falſe : But {till there 
may be miftakes in the Underſtending and Applying it ; 
and therefore Cere, and Diligence, and reality, are 
required ; by which ſome may attain to that Certainey, 
which others miſs off, As-in the Points he mentions Oh 
the Preibyterians and Socinians differing about ſuch hig 
Fundementals, as the Trinity and Godhead of Chriſt. 

1. Why Presbyterians and Socinians, I beleech him ? 
There isa notable Infinuation in this, as though we of 
the Church of England were Socinians in thole Points ; 
and none but Papifts and Presbyterians were Orthodox 
in them. But this 1s an Inſinuation which hath as much 
. Folly as Malice in it; ſince our ſolemn and expreſs Decla- 

rations 
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rations,are to the contrary : And he may as well callus 
Papiſts as Socinians, ſince our Writings are as plainl 
againſt one, as the other. What our Senſe asto theſe 
Matters is, he may find in the Dialogues of the. Dof#rine 
of the Trinity and Tranſubſtantiation compared ; not long 
ince Publiſhed by a Divine of the Church of England. 
But to paſs this over, 2. Suppoſe the Difference be- 
tween us £5 the on, Won woe Both take the 
' ſameway of Scriptures Letter Interpretable by private Tuds- 
=_ = yet Aifer in theſe (as 7 uw { v-__ TE, 
what follows ? That the _—_ is no Certain Rule ? 

no means. But that the Sociniens may err, and cer- 
tainly do in mifinterpreting this Rule. Buri how can it be 
4 certein Rule, if men that uſe it may err in uſing it ? 
How can Reaſon be certain in any thing, if Men fol- 
lowing Reaſon may miſtake ? How can Arithmetick be 
a certain way of computation, if Men following the Rules 
of Aritchmetick , may miſtake in caſting up a ſum ? 
Doth any Man queſtion the Cert4inty of the Rye, for 
Mens blundering in their. Accompts? yet this is 
his way of Reaſoning. And 1 will put it juſt with his 
Propoſitions. | 


I. Arithmetick preſcribes a Certain way by Addition and 
Subſtrattion for us to find out any Sum. 

IL Therefare i muſt be ſuch that they who take it, ſhall 
arriveby it, at the exatt Sum. - 

Ill.. But two Mew who have made uſe of the ſame way, 
differ at leaſt a hundred in caſting up the Sam. 

IV. Therefore Arithmetick D not preſcribe a certain 
Way ts 41t4i8 at £ Certain Sum, X 

'V. Therefore they who take only that way, cannot by it 

arrive at the Certain Sum. 


Is 
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--Ts not this clear and evident Demonſtration?. But 
- thoſe who conſider a little better than Mr. S.hath-done; 

will diſtinguiſh between the rule and the ten it. 
The Rule. of Arithmetick may be nevertheleſs Certain, 
although thoſe who want Skill, or Care and Dili- 
gence,. may Miſtake in. caſting. up -a particular Ac- 


compt. | of | 'S 
E The ſame we. ſay here, Scripture' is a Certain: Rate 
in all Fundamental Points, to ſuch: as have Capacity 
and Uſe, due Care and Diligence in finding them. - But 
9.00 not deny, ;but Men through Prejudice, Weak- 
neſs, want of. Attention, Authority of Falſe Texchers, 
Impatience ofthroyghly preg HOI not _ 
praper Helps may run into groſs Errors ; ſuch as the 
about the Trinity and Incarnation ; but ſtill the Rule. is 
Certatn to. thoſe, who uſe it aright, although it be very 
poſſible for Men 'through' their own Faults to miſtake 
about it. , - BS NF 
. And this is no-way diſagreeing to the infinite Wil- 
dom of God, who deals with us as with Rational Crea- 
tures ; and hath put Faculties into us, that we might 
uſe them in order to the Certainty of our Faith. And 
ſuch Moral Qualifications are required in the New Teſta- 
ment, in order to the Diſcerning the DoQtrine of it , as 
Humility of Mind, Purity of . Heart , Prayer to. God , 
Sincere. Endeavour to do. the Will of God; that.it would - 
be very repugnant to the Deſign of it, to ſuppoſe that. 
the Letter of Scripture alone would give a Mai imime- 
diate and certain DireCQtions in all Matters of Doctrine 
being applied to, it. . Therefore an caſie Anſwer. is to 
be given to Mr. $*%. great Difficulty, vis. Hom the Senſe 
drawn from. the Letter can any more fail to be true, than 
the Line drawn by the Rule to be ſtraight. For, we lay, 
that the Senſe truly drawn from the Scripture can never 


fail 
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fail-ta:be true ;- but we do. not: fay , that every. 'Man 
muſt draw the; True Senſe from the Scripture ; for; al- 
though. the  Srripzure be an iyfallible Rule , yer anlels 
every :;Man jthat makgy. uſe of it be I»fallible , he may 
.miſtake in the Application of it. And thisto me is ſg 
clear, that to make ian Infallible Rule in his Senſe, he 
muſt make every Perſon that uſes it: Infallible, or elſe 
he may err in; the Application of it'; Bus the Right Way, 
faith Mr. S. mill certainly, brivpg « Mas to his Journeys Second 
End, and the way muſt needs be a wrong way if it do it Letter, 
not. The Right way will certainly bring them to their *® © 
Journeys end, if they continue in it ; but here we mult 
ſider what. is meant by the Journeys End. If by it 
e underſtood their Sa/vation, then we ſay , that thoſe 
who do their utmoſt endeavours to keep 1n that way , 
ſhall not fail of ora har ya Exd., - But if by it be-un- 
derſtood rhe.Gerrain Truth or Falſhagd of every Opinion 
tried by fe SFHA9'Ss $hen Tanſwer, that, although the 
aſe of $ Bore be jolallely true; yet.it was not de- 
ſigned as an. of ible Way for us to know the Trathand 
alſhood of, al particular Opinions by. For, as Mr. S. 
well obſerves, Sa/vation i that which chiefly impaxts us; 
and it was for. that End the.DoQtrine of Chriſt. is made 
known.to.us, and it is an l»failible Way to it ; if-;Men - 
continue therein ; but for judging the Truth or Falſhocd 
of Opinions WILNOuR reſpect b; Salvaree as the Exd, 
it was -not integded 2s. an Jnfl{ible: Hay. to every one 
that makes _ .1t;_ and therefore PERS for Men 
to miſtake in judging by: izof things it was nor-deſign'd 
for. Asif a Man deſigned to obſerve all the o/d Romar 
Cities and Stations here ,'and were told the old Roman 
Way would be a Certain Wzy'to lead him to them, with 
the help. af the Roman Itinerary, if that Man objes , 
that this will. not do., for he cannot find out all the 
res JE G Modern 


—— _ 
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Moders. Towns and Fillages by this Means, is it not a 
juſt and reaſonable Anſwer ta ſay, that is a maſt Cer. 
hte way which leads a Martto that which it was defign'd 
for ; and the Rowen way was only intended for Rowen 
Foxndations , but-it is very unreaſonable to fd oe fault 
withit, becauſe it doth not lead you to all Modern 
Towns and Villages. So ſay There ; the Scriprore was 
deſigned by Divine Wiſdom to make'us Wiſe to. Selve- 
55on, andTthither it will infallibly tedd us, if we kee 
to it ; but if beſides this we would know by 'it fuc 
things as are not neceſſary- to Salvation, we blame it 
for that, -whick was not 'in- the Original Intention awd 
Ruff Jo it. Por, whert we make'vuſe of it to be our 
»of * Judgment, meerly as to Truth and Falſhood 
not neceſſary to Salvation ; it. is not becuuls 
> was deſigned for that End ; but becauſe it is of. Dj- - 
vine Revelation, and fo is the ſureſt Standard of Divive 
Truth ; IEEE fare es? is. no other” Ryle for us 
to judge From whence'we an 'ought to 
rele bay Points of Faith impoſed wy 'us, which are 
acither contained in Scripture, nor can be proved from 
it. And id it is our poſitive Ratr of Faith, as to all 
Neceſſary Articles 5 and-our Negetroe Role as to all 
cg Pojnry of Faith, which 'are not proved from 


= Tanfien that this Method of Mr. S. wilt over- 
throw the Poſſ;/ty of any ' Rule of Faith ; beciufe 
ood anb LH ti it hos poſſible for Men 
ra , and ro miſtake about it. Let us at 
pos Mr. 8. to ſubſtitute his Rule of Fairh 

K Feng Seriptore,, viz. Oral and Prattical Tradition. 
Why -may not'Men miſtake the Sexſe, of Tradition, 
as well = the [Sen nt tin more 
Infalliblke i in it elf ? Is it deliver'd by Perfons Tels T 
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falleble ? Doth it make thoſe to whom it is delivered 
Isfallible? Why then, may not thoſe who deliver cit ; 
and thoſe who receive it, both be miſtaken about it ? 

| This I had mention'd in my ſecond Lexrer, that it was 
very poſſible to miſtake the Senſe and Meaning of Tra- 


4ition ; and I inſtanced in thatof Chriſt's being the Sop TE © 
of God ; where. the Traditionary Words may be. kept pag. 7. 


and yet an Heyretical Senſe may be contained under 


them. Mr. S. anſwers, That the Senſe of the Words and 79d 
all the reſt of Chriſf*s Dot#rine is convey'd down by Tra- Letter, 
dition. This is bravely faid, if it could be made out ; 2%: 5 


and would preſently put an End to all Dilputes.ForJf all 
the DoQrine of ſ be derived down to us in ſuch a 
manner , that we cannot miſtake the Sexſe of it, we 
muſt be all agreed, whether we will or not. For, how 
can we diſagree, if we cannot miſtake the Sexſe of 
Traditron ? Not while we hold to Tradition, Then it 
ſeems it is poſſible not to hold to Tradition ; and if ſo, 
we have found a terrible flaw in Human Natire , thar 
will let in Errors in abundance, viz. that it may grofly 
err abour the Rule of Faith; yea, ſo far as to Renounce 
it. But how is this poſſible, if the Senſe of Tradition 
be infulltbly convey'd ? For is not Traditions being the 
Rule » Faith any. part of it? We mult in Reaſon 
ſuppoſe this : And 1fwe do ſo, how. can Perſons Ree 
nounce its being the Ruſe , while they cannot but be- 
lieve its being the Rule ? If Men may miſtake about 
Traditions being the Rule of Faith ; why tnay we not 
ſuppoſe, they may as well miſtake about any Points 
convey'd by it ? For the greateſt Security [lying in the 
Rule, there muſt be more Care taken about that, than 
abour the Points conivey'd by it. 

'But let us ſee how he proves that Men cannot mi- 
take the Sexfe-of Tradition ya Poiats : = 

- G-2 orce 
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force of- what he ſaith, is, Thet Mew were ativays ' Mn; 
aud Chriſtians were always Chriſtians; and Mr. 8, is 
always. Mr. S. pretending - Demonſtr«tion, when there 
is nothing like it. - If Men were always Men, they were 
always apt to be deceived ; and unleſs Chriſtians by 
being ſuch are Infa/lible, they are liable to Miſtakes. 
But. the higheſt meanz to comvey the Senſe of Words are to be 
found in Tradition, I am quite of another Cn ; | 
I think it the moſt uncertain way in the World ; and 
the Corruption of the firſt Ages of the World are an 
Eyident_ Proof of it.; when there.were all poſſible Ad- 
 yantapes of Tradirson, and yet the Principles'of Natu- 
ral Religion were ſtrangely corrupted, although they 
were  plai , eaſie, few, of the higheſt Importance , 
and Men lived ſolong to inculcate them into the Minds 
of their, Children. If therefore, notwithſtanding Tre- 
dition, the World might then degenerate into Polytheiſm 
and 7dolatry ;, what abſurdity is it to ſuppoſe, that not- 
withſtanding Tradition, the Chriſtian DoQtrine might 
be.corrupted likewiſe.? _ en Fe 1f 

_ "But Mr, S. alledges not only Words but' AFions, to 
determine the Senſe of them ; as, that Chriſt is the Son of 
God ; by. Praying to him, and giving Divine Reverence 
to Chriſt - without ftinting them, or making them ſcruple, 
[teſt they give toa much, or commit Idolatry by giving that 
to « Creature,. which is due only to God.. © And, does not 
this Prattice, beyond all tity of Miſtake, inſinuate 
into them, that he is equally to be adored with God the Fa- 
ther, or Co-equal to him, and ſo not a Creature, bat Very 
God of Very God ? EE EINERSY 
Ks Anſwer, | pero fp i» 

I. Would not the very ſame Reaſoning have-made 
the coming in-of 1dolatry impoſſible ?- For, that there 
was but owe True God, was.evident. from all Acts of 

_ | Worſvip,. 
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Worſvip,: being given only to Him, as -the proper Ob- 
ject of : How then od Men fo foully miſtake, As 
to give proper Divine Worſhip to any Creature, there 
being an infinite Diſtance between God and his Crea- 
tures, which every Child could not but know by a con- 
ſtant Tradition from Adam. 
II. How. was it poſſible that External As of Wor- 

ſbip ſhould ſo infallibly prove Chriſt #0 be true God, if all 
External AQts of Worſhip be of an Equivocal Nature, 
and receive theirDetermination from the inwardSenſe of 
the Mind? Did not the A4rizs uſe the ſame External As 
of Worſbip with others, with reſpe& to Chriſt ? Where 
did they ever ſeparate from the Chriſtian Aſſemblies, on 
the account of the Worſhip givea to Chriſt ? If not, 
how was it poſſible from thence to prove Chriſt not to 
be a Creature ? So that this is very far from putting the 
Point of the Divinity of Chriſt beyond the poſſibility of 
Miſtake. Vipecially, when Solemn Invocation, which 
is one of the moſt natural Parts of Divine Worſip, 
came to be allowed to meer Creatures. All the Gifs! 
rence that can be aſſigned then, . muſt be from Mens 
Words and Rofeſions, and not from their External 
Ations. 

III. The ſame Divine Reverence was given.to Chriſt 
in the Apoſtolical Times, and the utmoſt Care uſed to 
inſtru People in the True -Doftrine of Chriſt ; and 
yet then we find that Perſons did Err in the Senſe of 
that Propoſition, That Chriſt is the Son of God. For, 
even then, the Ebionites and Cerinthians underſtood it, 
not in ReſpeCt of Nature, but Adoption ; and ſodid the 
Artemonites and Samoſatenians afterwards. And how can 
that be proved impoſſible to be done, which we.ſhew 
was aQtually done ? Men did notoriouſly miſtake-the 
Senſe of. Chriſt*s being the Son of God,. when it was. re- 
ceived. : 


ter, P« 14+ js inconſiſtent with the - Niger of M, 


| T45; 
reived by Tradition ; und Me. 8. pretend ir cannot | 
bemiſtalen, if it —— lo xj, 

Mr. $. ſtill urges, That Faith hath S 


ſe init; amd it 


oy fo hold 

ſome Senſe or other, and with the foray of Clrifiee, 

not to inſtruct their Children in thit TY 

Words written have as much | in them as Words 

ſpokes, ,-and kf liable to 3 there being no. 
ch mixtures of the Infirmities of Men in a ws 

' Rule, as in Oral eigen But Toft avces are 1 1 


"things to beb Demonſtrations 

nn page Eg 
1 rt ce ; and yet they were 
pretended to deliver the tyar Doltrie of Chrjf tothei 


I edged another Inftance, how the Senſe of Trx- 
might be miſtaken ; and _— ek 
T) 


dition 
Preſence in the Excharift, which 
"wy different Senfes. No, faith S. That cannot 


be ; for, Faith works on our devout Ufedtios which muſt 


' exther oblig as ry 43 #nfi 5. who uo t0 aCrextare, 
if Chrifs-real (and conſe Gol) be not rhere, 
- or if _ be nA, 2:71 which & 1 the greateſt deviation 
- from true Religion that is poſſible ; or el, ok bly irre- 
werent, and to went the moſt efficacious at can be 
imagined to excite anil elevate owr Devotions, if be ” 
there, or Chriſt be indeed Gol, Truly Mr. td, way of - 
Writing is the moſt-effeQual means I know to make 
me Queſtion whether wrirren Words be 4 way #0 
Qorften, Lowe Fahy berking an ay ever Mein 
w s on o8r r . 
4 lige us, either to Wo imſinite oe o 4 
- Creature, or elſe to be highly Irreverent. For, 
I-balieve Chri/Ps Body not to be-realh-inthe Ecker 
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but yet that Chrift bimſelf a God, I think my ſelf bound 
to ſhew-the utmoſt Reverence to Chrift «r God, even in 
the 4# of Receiving the j# : And F am of Opi 
nion, that the juſt A hfioa of the Divine 
jeſty, is as apt to excite and elevate owr Devotion, as the 
believing the = 5Þþ Chrift to be there really preſent. 
Bat it is obſervable, what Mr. S. here grants, that if 
Chriſt *\Body be not there, they are guilty of paying an 
Infinite Yeneration-t0.« Creature, which is the greateſt de- 
viation- from true Religion that is poſſible. And upon 
my Word then they had need have better Afſurance, 
than what he/offers, to prove Chris real Body to be 
there. For, if-as great Reverence may be-paid OR 
#n Heeven, as ifhe were in the Elements, 1 cannot ſee 
w the Poſture of Adoration can any ways determin - 
Senſe of Tradition in this Matter. 
' And thus: Mr. 8. hath left the Sexſe of Tradition as 
axcerg4in,. as he pretends that of Seriptare'to be; and 
if his "rags will hold againſt the One being the - 
Rak of Faith, it will” do as great a Kindneſs for the - 
Other alſo. Thus I have fully anfwered his main Ar- 
gument ; againſt Seri being a Rule of Faith, 


whuch-he hath been fo-.free- with me, as to-tell me 7 ;;p 1... 
cannor Anſwer ; and he and I. muſt now leave it to the «©, p. ;2--. 


wreiny ne. 
Vs Cape of it is, 4 
I; We diſtinguiſh Neceſſary Points of Faith, from 


- Matters of Speculation. W_ 
IF. 'We diftinguiſh Cerreinty of Faith in order to Sel-- 
vation, and Certeinty of Opinion in Matters of Contro- 


1. 'We diftinguiſh the Cer#a5nry of the Ra/e, from- 
the Cerreinty of the Applicationof that. Rule. 


ver 


And? 
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:And then my Anſwer lies in 'theſethings-; - - 

- I. That the. Seriptare is a certain Rule of Faith as to 
all Points neceſſery to Solvation;0-all ſuch as' make uſe 
of it as ſuch, .and do ngp-througte their own fault make 
a wrong Application thereof. | 

IL That the Scripture was not deſigned for -a Certain 
Rule as to Tube a Opinions.,, and therefore Meng 
not arriving at a Certainty'in them, doth not hinder its 
.being a Ruleof Faith. . MON * is : 

III. That Scripture being our 'Rale of . Faith, weare 
bound to reje& all pretended Articles of Faith, which 
cannot with Certainty be raved from the Senſe of Scrip- 
##re. And ſo the Proof of Certainty lies upon thoſe.who 
affirm ſuch Articles of Faith, and not upon us who 
deny them. | 8 

This Argument-is Mr. S's Goliah, 'and ngw it-is no 
wander if his leſſer Mex at Arms foon quit the Field. 
But I muſt take ſome notice of them, leſt they. be mag- 
nified, by being lighted. * IE EEF 


His next Argument is, T hat Icontradit# myſelf : I ho 
I-have in the. beginging made; him unwilling 70 repeat 
ſuch a Charge againſt me, till he bath cleared himſelf, 
But wherein is it ? : In another place, he ſaith, 7 dexy 
any Abſolute Certainty as to Tradition atteſting the —_—_ 
Scripture ; which in the Conference T aſſerted, I have 
looked in'the Place he refers to; and there-I fiad no- 
' thing like it. I deny the Neceflity of any Infallible 
Society of Men; either. to Atteſt or Explain. the Scrip- 
ture. Where, by an Izfallible Society of Men, I mean 
ſuch as have a Divine Aſifance to that purpoſe : And 
ahat is this to the Abſolute Certainty we have of. the 
Books of Sqripture- by Univerſal-Tradition #. But he 
urges it further , If this Society be not Infallible, then 
| { it. 


( 49 
it is Fallible; and if it be Fallible, then we cannot be 
morethan fallibly Certain, and ſo we can have no abſolute 
—_ from a" Fellible Teſtimony. This-[is the whole 
force .of what he ſaith. To which 1 Anſwer, 


- -L-I underſtand no ſuch thing as Infallibi4ity in Man- 
kind,: but by ; immediate Divine Aſſiſtance, I grant, that 
the--Holy Spirit may, where he pleaſes, -preftrve the 
Minds -of Men.from any poſſibility of miſtake, as to 
thoſe things, wherein'it doth inlighten them ; but ſer 
aſide this,. there is no ſuch thing as I»f«llibility ; the 
utmolt is a rationa Certeinty built on-clear and convin- .,, 
cingMotives. Where the Motives are meerly probable, 
there may be Opinion, 'but ho Certainty; where the 
\ Evidence is. thought ſo ſtrong as to determine Aſent, 
there is a Certainty as to the Mind ; as when we com- 
monly {ay, we are certain of ſuch things, we-mean no 
more, than that. we firmly believe them ; but when 
the Evidence is the higheſt, which in point of Reaſon 
the thing is capable of, then there is that which I call 
Abſolute Certainty ;. 5.e. ſuch as depends not meerly on 
the 4ſſent of the Ming, but the Evidence which-juſtifies 
that Aſſent. . 


II .If by being fellibly Certain, 'he means any Suſps 
ciow , thas ra ſuch Evidence Fe fs 
Circumſtances, I may be deceived, thenT utterly deny it ; 
for otherwiſe-I could not be abſolutely Certain ; but if 
he-means only , that there is no Divine JInfallibility 
-(and I know no other) then I own that there 1s ſtill b- 
mean Fallibility conſiſtent with this Abſclute Certainty. 
But Mr. $. will have Abſolute Certeinty to be Infallible : 
If nothing will fatisfie him, but Flumer ( 5. e. fallible) 
Isfalls3ility, much good may - 'do him, but I _ 

| rather 


Firſt Let- 
. ter, Ps 25, 


Certainty to be had. 


as Certainty,. your muſt 
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rather chuſe proper Terms, which I know the certain 
meaning of, than improper, though they make a far 
greater Noiſe. I doown an Certajnty in fome 
AQs of the Mind y pry Perception, as that I chink, 
T doubt, and thar I am ; Idoown an Abſolute Certainty 
as to common Objed#s of Senſe ; and as to fome Dedu- 
Qions of Reaſon ;'I do own an + gr, uk 
ſome Marrers.of Fai?, by" a Concurrence of Cixcum 
ſtances ; but for all that, I do not account Human Na- 
ture Infallible, nor this an Infallible Certaivty, unleſs it 
be taken in anther Senſe than Divines take it in. For 
even the Divines :of the Church-of Rowe as well as 


Ours make a. difference between a —_ 
Certainty , and that which is' Divine and” Tofallible. 
And if Mr. S. by Divine means Flumen, and _— 
ible-no more than Certain; he muſt not thiak he hath 
gained any great matter, when he hath made uſe of 
Words in an improper and unuſual Senſe; & th 


IN. His next Argument is, That o«y Rele of Faith 5s 
common to all the Hereſies in the World, which pretend 
Scripture, as well as we. This is juft the Old Sceprica/ 
Argument againſt Covaings if there be any ſuch thing 

ta ign ſuch a Criterion which is. 
wot common #0 Trath. and Falſbood ; bus if you cannot 
aſſign aay ſuch Mark of Truth, which may not as well 
agree to- what is Falſe, then there is no ſach thing as 
In Matters of this nature, the 


-Proof muſt not lie in generals, but we: muſt come to 
particulars, to ſhew the Grounds of our Certainty, viz. as 
30 the-Trinity, and Incarnation of Chriſt, and then if we 
cannot 
the oppoſite Herefes, as Arianiſm 
tychianiſm, &c.. then we. are to be bl 


we believe thoſe Points, and roje&: 
 Sabelligniſm, Eu- 
amed for want. of 
Certaznty 
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Certainty in theſe Points, but not before. Bur rbis, he 
aith; 4s to make Light and Darkneſs _ conſiſtent, aud 
Chriſt and Belial very good Friends. It ſeems then, there 
' is no difference to be tound by the Rule of Scripture, be- 
tween the. Do#rine of Chriſt and the Devil. Is this 
in Truth your avowed Principle ? Do you in earneſt 
believe the Scri to be ſuch a Chaos, where there is 
. no difference of Light and Darkneſs, and that nothin 
but Confuſion can be found in it ; And we cannot te 
by it, whether we are zo Worſbip God or the Devil ? 
Mr. S. grants, that there is enough in Scripture to 
diſtioguiſh theſe two; then it is a Rule & far, as to 
put a difference between Light and Darkneſs, between 
Chriſt and Belial ; and ſo theſe Exprefſions muſt be diſ- 
owned as little leſs than Blzſphemoss, for all his pitiful 


Defence of them in his Second Letter ; which is, Thas Second Zev- 
be never ſaid that Chriſt and Belial could be reconciled, or _ Pe 758 


. advanced any Poſition that implied it, But he ſaid, Thet 
to make Scripture our Rule, is to make Light and Darkneſs 
conſiſtent, and Chriſt and Belial very good Friends, And 
is not this Bleſphemy againſt Scriprare ? and implies, 
that if we go by that Re/e anly, they may be very good 
Friends, How can this be, unleſs he aſſerts that by 
Scripture alone,.we can find no certain difference be- 
tween Light and Darkneſs, between Chriſt and. Belial ? 
Let Mr. $. Anſwer to this, and not think to eſcape with 
ſuch a poor Evaſion. If he owns the Scriprare a Cerparn 
Roe as to the difference of Chriſt and Belijal, and Light 
and Darkneſs, then we have gained thus much, that in 
ſome Matters of pry goes Moment, the Scripture is a 
very. ſufficient Rule and Grownd of Certainty, as to all 


Points between Us and Infidels. And if it be {o; as to 
theſe Points, then why not as well as to other Points 
conſequent upon theſe ? If _ be the Eternal Son of 
: | 2 God 


7 


- rians. and Socinians, If againſt the 


_ Why will. not this as well hold againſt Neftorians 


Theod. He 
ret, Fab. 
2,3. 


% 
. . 
, LL 


Eveat fhewed, that the meſt probable: 
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God.in oppoaſition:to Heathen Deities, and-we can know 
him by Scriptere to'be ſo, then we.may as well know 
him tobe the Eternal! Son of God in oppoſition to 4- 
deathens we can 
prove from Scripture, that the Word: was made Fleſb, 
and 
Eutychians? And ſo the Scripture becomes a very ſuffi- 
cient Rule to diſtinguiſh Light and Darkneſs in ſuch | 
Points among Chriſt;ans too. For, 1s it ever the leſs fit 
to be a Rule, becauſe both Parties own it ? But they 
differ about the Senſe of it , and therefore Controverſies 
can never be ended by it. If Chyrch-Hiſtory deceive us 
not, the greateſt Controverſies wereended by it, be- 
fore General. Councils were heard of-; and more than 
have been ſince. Many of thoſe weread of in the Firſt 
Ages were quite: laid aſleep, as Theodorer obſerves; but 
ſince Cherch: Azthority interpoſed, in the moſt Reaſo- 
nable manner, ſome Differences have been perpetuated, 
as appears by the Neſtorian and: Extychian Controver> 
fies. I donot blame the Authority of Councils, 
ing as they then did by the Rule of Scriptures, but the 
ns, are ſome» 

times very ineffeQtual for ending Controverſies. And 
thoſe which Men think will moſt effeQtually Suppreſs 
Hereſies," do often give a New Life and Spirit to them: 
So vain are the inations of Men about putting an 
End to Controverſies, till they do come to a Certainty 
about the #rue Senſe of pn It-is poſſible to ſtop 
Mens Mouths by Force and Power, but nothing brings 
Men toa true SatisfaQtion, but inward Conviftion as to 
the erue Senſe of Scripture ; and there can be no re 
tional Certainty as to theſe Points without it. If 
Controverſies be not ended, let us not blame. the 
Wiſdom of Providence ; for God doth not always ap- 
E | point. 
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point the Means moſt 'effeQual in our Judgment, 
but ſuch as - are moſt ſuitable to his own Deſign. 
And we ſee Reaſon enough to blame the Folly and 
weakneſs, the Ins and Partiality, the Wilfulneſs 
and Obſtinacy of Mankind ; and till Human Nature 
be brought to a better Temper , we may deſpair of 
_ any Exd of Controverſies, Men may Diſpute, and 
for all that I know, will do to the Worlds End, about 
the Method to put an End to Diſputes. For, the Con- 
troverſies about Certainty and Fatality have been always 
the Matters of Debate, among diſputing Men, under 
ſeveral Names and Fhporheſes, and are like fo to be 
to the general Conflagration. ; 

IV. He faith, Scripture is not our diſtinguiſhing Rule Fi _ 
of Faith, but our own particular Judgments about Scrip- "© 
ture; for that which —_ r#iſhes my Rule from that of 
the moſ® abominableFereſies, can only be my own Judg- 
ment upon the Letter of Scripture, and wriggle which 
wer 1 will, there it will, muſt end at laft. I wiſh 
Mr. S. had been a little better converſant in the old 
Diſputes about Certasnty ; for it would have ſaved me 
the trouble of anſwering ſome. impertinent ObjeCtions ; 
ſuch as rhis before us. For they would have been 
thought mean Logicians , who could not put a diffe- 
rence between the Rnle of Judgment, and the Fudg- 

»ent which a Man made according to the Rule. Sup- 
poſe the _ were about Sexſe, whether that were 
a certain Rule, or not,to judge by ; and Epicuras ſhould 
affirm it, and ſay he fo firmly believed it, that he judged 
the Sun to be no bigger than he ſeemed to his Senles ; 
would not he have been thought ridiculous, who ſhould 
have ſaid ,' this Fancy of Epicurus was his Rule? The 
Role. he wEnt by was 1a it ſelf certain; but. he made 
a wrong Judgment upon it ; but that was not his Rule: 
So 


ery 


'So it is here, We declare the Scriptare to beour only 


certain and ſtanding Rale, whereby we are to judge 
in Matters of Faith ; *and we underſtand-it as well as 
we can, and form our Judgments by it ;- but doth it 
hence follow , that our Ju#dewent is our Rale? We 
may be deceived in our Judgments', but our Rule is 
Injallihle ; we way difter in our J s,. but our 
Rule is one and the ſame. And how 1s it poſſible for 
thoſe who differ in Jadement, to have the ſame Role, 
if our Role and our Jedements be the ſame ? For then 
their Reles muſt be as different as their Judgments. 1 
know not what Modern Logick Mr. S; learnt; but I am 
{ure he learnt not this way of Reaſoning from the Anti- 
ent Philoſophers, who diſcourſed about the Criterion af- 


+ ter another manner than our great pretender to Lo- 


Firſt Let- 
cer, Pe 2 60, 


gicn ao... 5 

V. He objes, That our People do not make Scripture 
the Rule of their Faith, not one in a Millios relying up- 
on it ; and therefore this pretence of mine, he ſaith, looks 
like 8s meer Jeſt; and he cannot perſwade himſelf, that I 
am in earneſt , while I advance ſuch « Paradox. What 


. doth F.S. mean, to call one of the Articles of 'our 


Church, « Jeft and 4 Paradox ? For the Words of our 
Sixth Article, are, Holy Scripture 
to Salvation: ſo b whatſoever 


containeth 
1: fo that x {s not read therein, no2 
may be pzoved thereby, i not to be required of any Wan, that it 


ſhould be believed as an Article of Faith, 02-be thought requiſite 


02 neceſſary to £ 
 DothF. $.now take this for a Paradox among us ? 


I aſſure him, 1 love not to make Jeffs about Seriptere , 

NOT matters of Faith and Salvation. But wherein doth 

this 7eſt lie ? Why, forſooth , 1 make the People 10 make 

Scripture their Rule, and not one in « Millias thinks 0 

xelying on it, Have they then any other Rule of wor 
| | whic 
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which they rely «pon ? What is it, I pray ? Is it the 
Churches Infallibility ? No. Is it Pi*wsthe Fourth's Creed? 

No truly, while they are Children , they believe Traditi- **& 27- 
oz, Now, I think, F. S. hath hit it. Tradition is indeed 

a Rule of Faith for Children; who are very apt ſimpl 

zo believe their Fathers and Teachers. But ſuppoſe, 

they come to. years of Diſcretion , what Rule of Faith 

have _ then ? Have they a Judgment of Diſcretion 

then? No; this is azother Jeff, For he ſuppoſes all our 

People to be a dull fort of Animals , that underſtand 
nothing of Scriprere or Faith themſelves, (I wonder 

then, that they make no more Converts among them 

but truſt their Parſon for all ; For , Boves ar«bant 

Aſine peſcebantur juows eos; therefore the People have 

no TJadement of Diſcretion ; I hope F. S. knows whoſe 2.2. 9.4.2. 
'or rather Argumens that was. Whatever he in- 
{inuates,'as to our P. , I have Reaſon to believe far 

better os them ; _—_ — rg Sal- 
vation do Syjoully ; and confider t Seri 

fures, as Lp of their Faith. But if in Matters f 
—_ or in doubtful or obfcure Places, they make uſe 

the Skill, and Affiftance of their Teachers, wherein 
are they. to blame ? The Serjprare is ſtill their Rule, bur 
the help of their Teachers'is for the better underſtand. 
ing 'it. And cannot our Lopician diſtinguiſh between 
the Rule of Faith, and the Helps to underſtand it ? Sup- 
poſe now a Mother. or a Nurſe ſhould quit honeſt Tre: p; 
detion, as F. S.. here calls it ; and be ſo ill inclined, as 
to teach Children to ſpell, and to read in the New Te. 
ſtement, and by thatmmeans they come by degrees to 
_underſtand the DoQtrine which Chriſt preached , and 
the Miracles. which-he wronght, and from thence to be- 
lieve in Chriſt, and to obey his Commands, I defire to- 
know, into-what theſe Perſons do Reſolve their Faith. 
7 Is 
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Is it indeed- into thoſe who taught them. to read? or 
into the New Teſtament, as the Ground of their Faith? 
When they have been all along told, that the Scrip- 
ture alone 15 the. Word of God ;'and whatever they are 
to.believe, it.is.becauſe it.is contained therein. And 
fo, by whatever.means they come to underſtand the 
Seripture, it is that alone they.take for the Rele and 
Foundation of their Faith.” If a Man wese reſolved to 
obſerve Hippocrates his Rules ; but finds himſelf unca- 
pable of underſtanding him ,. 5nd therefore deſires-a 
- Phyſicians. Help ; . I would fain know, whether he re- 
lies.upon. the Skill of his Interpreter, or the Autho- 
rity of Hippocrates ? . It is poſſible his Interpreter. may 
in ſome doubtful and obſcure @laces have miſtaken 
Hippocrates his Meaning; but however,. the Reaſon of 
his keeping to the. Ri/es is not upon the Account of 
the Interpreter, but of: Hippocrates. But {oreo/: .4 Col- 
lege of Phyſicians interpret Hippocrates otherwiſe , is he 
bound then to believe his own Interpreter the Senſe . 
of the can ? Ianſwer;If a cn of tans ſh 
tranſlate Bread for Cheeſe ; or by Phlebotomy ſhould de- 
clare was meant cutting of Arteries, or of a Mans 
Throat, let-them preſume to be .never ſo Infallible, .I 
would truſt; any-ſingle-Taterpreter , with the help of 
' Lexicons and Common Senſe againſt them all;but eſpeci- 
ally, if I can produce Galen, and the old Phyſiczans, 
who. underſtood Hippocrates beſt, on my ſide. This is 
.our Caſe, as to the People , about d:/put«ble Points; 
we do «not ſet up our own Authority againſt a Church 
pretending to be Infallible ; we never require them to 
truſt wholly to our Judgments ; but we give them our 
beſt- Aſſiſtance, and. call in the old Interpreters of the 
Church ; and we deſire them to uſe their own Reaſon and 
I -> 40 with Divine Aſſiſtance for I 
Minds. h 
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Tf People be negligent and careleſs, and will not take 
neceſſary pains to 


orm themſelves, which Mr. S. ſug- 


geſts, we are not bound to give an Account of thoſe, - 


who do not obſerve our DireQtions. And I never yer 
knew the Negligent and Careleſs brought into a Diſ- 
pute. of Religion ; for in this Caſe , we muſt ſuppoſe 
People to aCt according to the Principles of the Religi- 
on they, own ; otherwiſe their Examples ſignifie no 
more: againſt our DoQtrine, than Debauchery doth a- 
gainſt the. Rules of Hippocrates. 

But ſuppoſe, faith Mr. S. that one of my own Flock 
ſhould tell me, that I have erred in interpreting Scripture, 
he deſires to know , what I would ſay to him. This is a 
very caſie Queſtion, and ſoon an{wer'd. I[ would en- 
deayour to Convince him as well as I could. Azd is 
that all ? And what would F. S. do more ? Would he 
' tell him he was Iafallible ? I think not ; but only as 
honeſt Tradition makes him ſo, and how far that goes 
towards it, I ſhall examine afterwards. | 

Well; but ſuppoſe John Biddle againſt the >uy .onf 
of his Pariſh, and the whole Church of England #0 boot, 
underſtands Scripture to be plainly againſt a Trinity and 
Chriffs Divinity. 

And it is but fair for me to ſuppoſe him, maintain- 
ing his Hereſie againft F.S. and letany one judge whe- 
ther of us be more likely to Convince him. He owns 
the Scripture,and confeſſes if we can prove our Dofrine 
from thence, he will yield ; bur he laughs at Oral Tra- 
dition, and thinks it a Jeff for any one to prove ſuch a 
Do&rine by it. And truly; if it were not for the Proofs 
from Scripture, Ido much Queſtion, whether any Ar- 
gument from meer Tradition could ever confute ſuch a 
- one as John Biddle. But when we offer ſuch Proofs, as 
are acknowledged to be RE ia themſelyes, we 

take 
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take the only -proper way to give him Reaſonable 'Sa- 
tisfaCtion, Sorpoſe he will not be convinced. Who can 
help-that ? Chriſt himſelf met with Wilful and Ob- 
ſtinate Unbelievers. And. was this any diſparage- 
rent to his DoCtrine ? God himſelf hath. never pro- 
miſed to cure thoſe who ſhut. their Eyes againſt the 
Light. | 

Shall the Believing Church then have the Liberty to 
interpret Scripture againſt the Teaching Church? Who 
ever aſſerted any ſuch thing ? We only fay, that the 
People are to underſtand the Grounds of their Faith ; 
and to judge by the belt Helps they can , what Do- 
Arine is © ta Scripture, and to embrace what 
is ſo, and to reje&t what. is. not : But among thoſe 
Helps we take in, not barely the | Aſſiſtance 
of their own Guide , but the Evidence he brings , as 
to the Senſe of the Teaching Church , in the beſt and 
pureſt . Apes. | | 

It is very ſtrange, that after this, it ſhould preſent- 
ly follow, *Tis evident hence, that Tradition of our Fa-. 
thers and Teachers, and not Scriptures. Letter, is indeed 


our Rule.; and by it we interpret. Scripture. If this be - 
ſo evident, then how is it "ollible, we ſhould fet up the 


Eccleſia Credens __ the Excleſis Dorens ; as he 
charged us juſt before. If Txeditian be our Rule, and 
we my Scripture by it, what fault then are we 
ity of, if Tradition. be fuch am; Infallible Rule ? 
ut, methinks, this Hepce looks a little IUogica/ly upon 
the Premiſes; and-if this be his Cond/uffve Evidence, he 
mult excuſe me as to the-making it a. Ground- of 
my Faith. | 
But he allows, That we ſet up Scripture as our Rule, 
when we Diſpute againſt them; but when. that is done , 
we ſet up our own Aut 
: allow 


tty over the People, and do not 
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allow them that Priviledge againſt ws , which we take 
a24inſt the Charch of Rome. This is all the ſtrength 
of what I can make qut of that Paragraph. For if all 
Writing were like his, it would be the beſt Argument 
for Oral Tradition ; his Senſe is ſo intricate, and his 
Concluſions ſo remote from his Premiſes. Juſt before 
he ſaid , *Tis evident hence that we follow Tradition. 
And preſently, *7 is as evident we do not follow it , and 
ſet up our own Authority againſt it. We do interpret 
Scripture by Tradition ; and yet immediately, we ſer up 
Scripture ugainſt Tradition. We plead for the Peoples 
Right to a Judgment of Diſcretion ;. and yet we do not 
allow them a Judement of Diſcretion. What inviſible 
lioks hath Oral Tradition to corinett things, that ſeem 
ſo far aſunder? | 

But however it be expreſſed or conneQed, his mean- 
ing is, That.we only ſet up Scripture againſt the Church 
of Rome, and then ſet up our own Authority over the People. 
This is not poſſible, if we do allow them a Judoment of 
Diſcretion; and this is one of the things he to much 
charges upon me ; and ſaith, He never read any Prote- 
ftant that puts Matters more into private hands than I do; 
and yet 1n the very next Page, he faith , I deny the 
People the ſame Priviledge againſt Paſtoral Authority. 
How can I deny them ſuch a Priviledge, if I put 
Matters into their hands above any other Proteſtant ? 
I do not know, that 1 do in the leaft differ from 
the ſixth Article of our Church ; nor Co IT take of 
from the due Authority of Biſhops and Paſtors of 
Churches. Burt all our Diſpute is , about this Judz- 
ment:of Diſcretion, whether it be allowable to People, 
and how tar. 

In his Third Letter he reſumes this Argument, and 


_ thither I follow him, that T may lay things together Letter , 
| CY into : 97: 
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into ſome Method: "The words he cavils' aty- are, If 
<&< we have the Conſent of all Chriſtian Churches againſt 
<« the only. pretended Infallible Judge, we have their 
** Conſent likewiſe, that every Man is to judge for 
<« his own Salvation, What hurt is there in this? 7c 
ſeems then nothing will content us now but Infallibility. 
Was there ever ſuch an awkard Man at Reaſoning ?: It 
follows indeed, that either there muſt be an Infallible 
Judge, or every. Man muſt judge for himſelf, Do 7 
then allow no Authority tro Church-Governors, that do not 
pretend to Infallibility ? Yes, very much, while they 
do not pretend to Impoſe 6n our Faith, by a pretence to 
Infallibility. But what Gccaſien do T give for this, 
when I fay only, That every Man muſt judge for his own 
Salvation ; and yet he had the Conſcience to leave this 
out in repeating my Senſe, but two. lines after. May 
not you. miſtake or pervert to Day, what you heard 
Yeſterday, when. I find you miſtaking or perverting 
my Senſe, but at two lines diſtance ? And then run on 
in a long Diſcourſe, as though you had-taken the true 
Senſe of my Words. Is not this a fit Perſon zo play out 
Mr. G's Game, who ſbuffles in {0 ſtrange a manner, and 
ſo openly plays falſe Cards ? Where did I ever diſpute 
againſt Church-Authority in due propoſing Matters of 
Faith, provided that every Man is to judge for his own 
Salvation ? But I have, he ſaith, an aking Tooth at the 
Churches intermeddling. in Matters of Faith. From 
whence doth this appear ? This muſt cither ariſe from 
great Ignorance, as to the Right ef Judging every Man 
hath as to his own Salvation ; or from a- Malicious De- 
ſign, to expoſe me to all Church-Governors ; but I pity 
his Ignorance, and deſpiſe his Malice. What pleaſant ' 
Entertainment doth he make with the Sober Enquirer ? 
*Tis pity (faith he) but he had a blew Apron on, and « Tib 
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#0 Hold-forth in; as a Sober Enquirer may poſſibly find 
ſome Pretenders to Infallibility have done 1n their Time. 
But what is the meaning of all this ado about a Sober 
Enquirer ? I had ſaid many years ago, © That the Scri- 
« ptures being owned, .as containing in them the whole 
« Will of God ſo plainly revealed, that no Sober En- 
h- ym can miſs of what is neceſſary for Salvation, 
* there can be no Neceſlity ſuppoſed of an Infallible 
« Society of Men either to Arteſt or Explain theſe W ri- 
« tings among Chriſtians, any more than there was for 
« ſome Ages before Chriſt, of ſuch a Body of Men 
« among the Jews,.to Atteſt or Explain to them the 
«© Writings of Moſes and the Prophets. And where 
lies the Herelie or Danger of this Dottrine ? If I ſaid 
that no Sober Enquirer can miſs of things neceſſary to 
Salvation in Scripture, it is no more than St.Chryſoftom, 
St. Auguſtin, Aquinas, and other School-men, had ſaid 
before me ; and Were they for blew Aprons and Tubs to 
Fold forth in ? Nay, to ſhew how unskilful 7. S. is in 
the Writers of his own Church, (if they do own 
him) even Be/larmin himſelf grants as much as TI ſay. 
For being to Anſwer that Place Jam. 1. 5. If any Man 
lack Wiſdom, let him ask it of God, who giveth liberal- 
ty, &c. he Anſwers, This is to be underſtood of S:- 
pientia neceſſaria ad Salutem ; ſo then a Sober Enquirer 
praying to God to give him Wiſdom, ſhall not want 


uſeful to the Salvation of him that prays. If this be then 
obtained Infallibly, then we ſee an Infallible Ground of 
Certainty, as to what is Neceſſary or Uſeful to Salva- 
tion. Bellarmin indeed faith, that a Gift of Interpreta- 


tion is not to be had by Prayer ; and, Do I ever fay ie 
is ! 


Bell. de : 
verbo Det, 
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md. Re- 
that which is Neceſſary to his Salvation. And he quotes P""**- 


ſeveral Paſſages of St. Auguſtin to prove, that Prayer 
obtains nothing — but that which # neceſſary or 
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3s ? Did I ever give the leaft Countenance to Enthy- . 
ſiaftick Pretenders, or tothe Breakers of the Laws and 
"Orders of our Eftabliſhed Church ? What means then 
theſe (pireful Infinuations ? Doth the Man hope to raiſe 
Himſelf by expoſing Me ? Or to be careſled by F.P. and 
F.W. by the brave attempt of throwmg Dirt ſo plaml 
in my Face ? Which will never ſtick, being ſo ungkil. 
fully thrown,either to my Prejudice, or his — 

But this Matter about the Peoples Judgment of Di- 

ſection muſt not be thus ou over. For, he re- 

mes it at the End of his Third Letter, and thought 

It a good reliſhing bit to conclude wath. And towards 

the very end, he begins toftate the Controverſlie, this 

true Logician having forgotten it before, or reſerved 

IPD it fora Diſert at the laſt. | | : 

Third Ley To comecloſer(faith he) «nd take a more diſtinit view of 
METER ae ag of Diſcretion. | It was even time to come 
cloſer m the 99th. p. of the Third Letrer. Alas for 

Mr. G.! he is like to have a hopeful Game of it, when 

his Subſtitute talks at this rate at the very end of the 

Game. But let us ſee what feats he will do nowhe - 

comes cloſer. , Now be will acquaint me, how far he «llows 

it, and far and how inwhat he rejefts it. Thisis well ; 
but why no ſooner ? He was at another Game before, 

Viz. two or three throws at the Sober Enquirer , and 

having knock'd him down with his 6/ew Apros and 

Tub, he now comesto T, G's Cards again, And let us 

ſee how well he plays them. Firſt, He grams, That 

every Man. is to judge for his own Salvation ; 4. e. he 
yields what the Sober Enquirer aimed at, and now 


methinks he deſires the blew Apron and Twb,zo Hold:forth 
himſelf. Secondly, He faith, 4/1 Mankind are agreed 
iz it. It ſeems then the Faraticks are trueCatholicks in 
Mr. S's Opinion. Thirdly, Heyields, That every Mar 
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& #9 judge of the beſt way to Salvation, and of all the Con- 
ern} Them and Us. Now the Tab is turn'd 
to a Chair, and the Holder-forth become a Judge of Con+ 
groverſits. Nay, he goes ſo far as to ſay, the contrar 

Tewet is ridiculous, as what's moſt; nay , that it is 
fortiſbneſs to hold it ; and to deprive Mankind of this 
Priviledge of Judging thus, is to debar him of the Light 
and Ufe of his Reaſon, when it is moſt uſeful for him. 


Is not all this very obliging ? But where now lies the 
if bis 


difference ? Why, truly, Diſcretion leads bims to 
the Infallible Rule of Tradition, all is well ; but if not, 
it is no longer Diſcretion. What ? has he been Judge 
of all the Controverſies between Us already, and is 

to ſeek for his Rule ſtill? What Diſcretion had he all 
that time, to-judge without a Rule ! What a Fudge of 
Controverſies have we found at laſt ? Methinks the 
Sober Enquirer far exceeds him in point of common 
Diſcretion ; for he never pretended to judge without a 
Rule, much leſs all the Controverſies between Us. 
But this diſcreet Judge of all Controverſies firſt deter- 
mins all the Points; and when he hath done this, he 
finds out his Rule. Of all the Judggs of Controverſies 
that have been yet talked of, commend me to this ſer 
up by F.S. For, how is it poſſible for him to judge 
-amiſs,, who -had no-Rule to judge by ? ; 


Yos ſee (faith he how we allow them the Uſe of their , 


Reeſon and Tudgment of Diſcretion, till it brings them to 
find a certain Authority, and when they have once found 
that, the fame Judgment of Diſcretion which ſhewed them 
that Authority was Abſolutely Certain , obliges them to 
ruſt it,. when it tells them what is Chriſs Faith, without 
aſng their private Tadgments any longer about the parti» 
cular Points themſelves thus aſcertained to them, but ſub- 
mitting to it, To which I Anſwer, a 

. The 
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'T: The ſame reaſon which enabled Men to find out 
this Infallible Gnide,or Certain Authority will helpthem 
to. judge concerning this Authority, and the-Matters 
propoled by ir. For, either he hath a Rule to find out 
this Authority, or he hath none ; if he hath a Rule,-it 
muſt be either Scripture, or pure :Natural' Reaſon. 
Af Scripture, that. only affords Fallible .Certainty,” he 
faith over and over, and {0 a Man can never come cer- - 
tainly to this Authority. And if the Foundation be un- 
certain, what can the Rule do ? -But Mr. S. doth not 
pretend Scripture, but Reaſon, for his Infallible Rule. 
Then I demand, whether Reaſon doth afford an Infal- 
lible Ground of Certainty, as to this Certain Autho- 
rity or not? If it doth, we are yet but Fa/libly Cer- 
tain ; if it doth not, then what need this-Certain Au- 
thority ; for in the Opinion of all Reaſonable Men, cer- 
tain Reaſon is better than certain Authority. And he 
cannot deny the Certainty of Reaſon, who builds the 
Certainty of Authority upon it. 


.1I. Suppoſe the particular Points propoſed by this 
Certain Authority be repugnant to that Certainty of 
Reaſon, by which I am required to believe it : As 'ſup- 
poſe this Authority tells me, I am no longer to - 
upon my Reaſon, but 'barely to ſubmit, although the 
- Matter propoſed be never ſo much againſt it ; What is 

- to be done in this Caſe? I am to believe this Certain 
Authority on the Account of Reaſon, and that requires 
'me to believe ſuch things as overthrow the Certaint 
of Reaſon ; How. is it poſſible for me to rely on this 
- Certain Authority on the Certainty of Reaſon, when 
oy a. tells'me, there is no Certainty in Rea- 

on * | 


JI. Muſt 
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IL Muſt I believe Reſon to be' Certain juſt {o far 
and'.no further ? But who ſets the bounds ? Hath 
God Almighty done it ?* When and where? Tinay and 
ought to ule my Reaſon in ſearching afterithis Certain 
Authority, and judge all Controverſies in order to 
the finding it out; all this is allowed ; but as ſoon as 
ever this Certain Authority isdiſcover'd, then Goodnight 
Reaſon; I have now no more Uſe for you. But who 
bid you be ſoungrateful to that Cettain Reaſon, which 
conducted you ſo far ? It is very poſſible it may be as 
Uſeful till, why then do you turn Reaſon off ſo un- 
kindly after ſo good Service : | | 


« IV. Areall People capable of this Certain Reaſon, or 
not ? It requires, it ſeems, a great deal of Logick to 
rove this Certain Authority , or this Iafallible Guide 
Reaſon ; and 'I am one-of thoſe that think-it can 
never.be done ; Suppoſe then, ſomeof us duller People 
can never comprehend the: force of this Reaſon, which 
is to lead us toan Infallible Guide, What is. like to be- 
come of us Uncapable People ? Are we all tobe damned 
for Dunces and Blockheads ?- No, not fo neither : This 
is really ſome Comfort. For.then it is to be hoped we 
may go to Heaven withour-finding out this Certain Au- 
thority ; and then we may have True Faith without it. 
This is ſtill better and better. And then I pray what 
need have I to find out this Certain Authority at all, if 
I may have True Frith and. be Saved*-without it ? 


V. I have greater - Certainty by Reaſon of the Cer- 
tain Authority of Scripture, than you can have of the 
Certain Authority of Tradition; + Here is Reaſon on both 
ſides, and Axthority on both ſides ; but I ſay-there is no 
Compariſon between either the Reaſon or the _— 

K T 
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The Ras end Sinden is o incomparabl 
ro Reaſon-to believe Oral Tradition. py the 
| _—_— of Scripture hath ſo much greater Force on 
the Conſciences' of Men, : that: it is ver extraordinary 
among thoſe who own —_ to {0 the Word of 
God, to find thrm compared in Point of Authority. 
For, we muſt deal plainly\jin Ja this Matter ; the Scripture 
we look on as the-*Rele "= our Faith, becaub it is the 
Word of God. "+0 do not own-it to be ſo, but re- 
folve all into Treaition,” we know what you are ; but 
if you do own the' Sepiprare to be of Divise 
how can you protege to ſet upany £Lertain TOOne" in 


Compariſon wi 


VL If this Certain lab be all to.lead us into 
the Certain Senſe of Scripture, then tt. muſt be cirher 
intg the Sexſe of plain Places, or-of difficult and ob- 
feure: If: of plain Places, then isis to Kindle a'Torch to 
behold the Sun : if of obſeure Places, then who hath 
appointed this Certain Authority to., Explain them ? 
Who is to appoint ſuch a Certain 
Church; to Ele ie Word, but God 
we deſire to ſee; ſome plain Places, that pablo An 
thority to E: woo which are obſcure and doubt- 
ful. Weth to read and ſearch the Scrip- 


ture, and e w Teſtament, where we find 
very great CST 


his -Certajp. —_ to Be 
G—— 'We' bnd: Chord: ded, an 
many Diſputes and Controyerſics ns} a 


d thoſe of great and Canoes: dem; 
an us CE, WE 
find the .A 


es giving nt- Advice to theſe 
Churches 'with ah reſet nnons, and with 


great earneſt m of the danger © _ _ and 
warning them of the prong ; but not _ 
_ Wor 


whole Chriſtian World, that if any ſuch thi 


Taber 6 to, for the pu 
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Word: can. we fiad in all their Epiſtles tending this 
mentioaing any Certein Auehority they -were to 


an End to all Controveries. 
This is really a Matter of ſo much Concernment to the 


be Defign of Chriſtianity, I 
& Apoſtles would have omitted it- in theirJeveral F- 


piles. Had not they ſufficient Care of the 
ns Minds,and of 4 Peace of the Church * 
- Secret eoncealed then from them 2 Or not tho 


can never 


had been 
teve that 


; re of 
Was it a 


t fit to 


be communicated by them, when it was moſt neceſſary 
to prevent .the ear 
Chriſtian Churches : 
I cannot find any Intimation tothas purpoſe in all their 
Writings, although they had the faireſt Occaſions for it. 


VII. If Men by Cerrain. Reaſon bave found out this 
Certizn Authorisgy, What. are they to do with this Cer- 
tain Reaſor afterwards? Methinks it is a little hard 


| for ever to diſcharge 


Corruptions 


But they 


are 


nd Errours of the 
far from it, that 


{0 uſeful 2 Servant immediately 


after ſo extraordigary a piece of Service, as the finding 
[oat rag Guide., We do not find .the Apoſtles 
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People aot to make uſe of their Under- 
$, Ig wy their Guides were Infallible. 
apt to think the Apoſtles were as I»fallible as Tradition 


Iam 


or © Chand cherim eyer- ſince ; and therefore what 


allowance was made by thern. to 2: Judgment 
to cominue. 
k to the Corinthiens in ſuch a manner, 7 ſpeak as to ' ©o7- 10. 


from 1s. (i 


Wiſe Men, j« 
from,:1 


all thing 


Sid 


of Diſcre- 


What doth St: Pau mean to 


t T ſay : 


Haw different is this * 


e pirit,eud ya are not to judze 
what 1 fay ?: Whea ke ith t0.the-Zhefſalonians, Prove * THT. 5: 
s,. Doth he mean, Sy/low al thi ings, and Prove oy 

"a ? Whea St. Jobs faith, — the Spirits, whether 1 766.4. 1. 


they 
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they are of God,” Doth he @nly mean, till they had found 
a Certain: Authority ?"Did+not rhey' believe"St. John's 
Authority tobe Certain ? If not, to what purpoſe did 
he write this'Epiſtle'to them ?! If he did, he ſuppoſed 
them till to have a liberty of-Judging, even thoſe who 
pretended to Inſpiration. For,' many falſe Prophets are 
gone out: iuro the world. --And' there are certain Rules 
and Maghs to judge of: the Pretences to an Infallible 
Spirit, which were in vain aſſigned, if they were not 
to judgPby them. - + : 


VHI. Suppoſe Mgn differ about this Cerrain Authority, 
wherein it lies, i and how far it extends ; Are not they 
to exerciſe their Reeſos ſtill about this ? Suppoſe ſome 
pretend , that -it lies-in an- Infallible -Aſfifance which 
Chriſt hath promiſed to his Church in all Ages 3 and 
Others ſay, this is impoſſible-to be a'Ground of Fauh, 
becauſe it is itſelf an Article of Faith Muſt nota 
Man exerciſe his Reaſon about this ? Here is Certain 
Authority pleaded ; but Others ſay , there is Cerramm 
Reaſon againſt this Pretence of Certsin+ Authority ; and 
they muſt grabt. I muſt follow Cersa/d Reaſon, though 
againſt Certain Authority. i Again, Others lay, the Cer- 
tain Authority of Qral, Tradition is a Novel, vain and 
canon Opinton, deftruFtve : of .- Faith; and leading 
to Herefie and Atheiſm; What is to bE done tnthis Caſe ! 
Muſt our Reaſon be quitted,and Men not be allowed to 
judge of this Authority by'it ? Yes, mill they come ro own 
it, and then they are to judge no longer ; 5, e; put out 
your Eyes once, and ye need never think' of openi 
them after. "LF very circumipett in the- Choice of 
your Way, f | to ai\Pyetopice an I -whien | 70U 
are come there, a ſure to throw Tale from it wr 
long, and there is an Exd of Controverſies. | But we do: 

| not 


= - 
not judge this a very Reaſonable Method ; - but think 
he had much better keep upon plain Ground, and uſe 
the beſt Method he can to find the true Way ; and if 
his Judgmefit, will ſerve him to find the Way to a 
Precipice , we think <ISgwill much better ſerve him 
to keep him from it ; And that he had better bear 
with {ome imperfeQtion of his Sight , than put out 
his Eyes that he may be the more quietly led, he knows 
not whither. 

There is only one thing more, which deſerves to be 
taken notice of, about this Argument, viz. that F. S. 
faith, T expreſly exclude the Charches Help ; which is, 
as he triumphantly concludes his Third Letter , The 
Firſt Principle , nay the Quinteſſence of all Hereſie , Fa- 


waticiſm. in the Egg, perfet# Enthuſiaſm when hatcht, and 0,. 


downright Atheiſm when fledg*d. This is a parting Blow 
indeed. + It is the bite of an Angry Viper , at its laſt 
Gafp , whea it puts its utmoſt force into the Venom, 
and hopes even dying to deſtroy. Others love to con- 
clude gently , but F. S. is a Man by himſelf, and as 
chough hſſie writing Epigrams, would relerve his. 
Sting for aſt. But what Ground is there for all 
this-venemous Froth ? Even juſt as much as there was 
for the Author of Pax vobis to ſay, that I ams for intro- 
ducits Pazaniſm ; or for another to make me #he 
T—_ f Anti-Catholick, and Anti Chriſtian Dodrines, 
whereas I profeſs ro own no other than what have 
been received in this Church ever ſince the Reforma- 
tion, But ſome” Mens Spleen and Gall muſt have a 
Vent left it deſtroy them. Ir is ſome ſatisfaCtion to 
me'to think that none but ſuch , who either Oppoſe or 
Betrsy our Church, ſet themlelyes thus to defame me ; 
and it isa great comfort to find ſuch feeble Reaſoning, 
where ſo much 'Spite and Malice is dilcover'd. Thus 
| it 


39% ©4 


(70) 


It is here, with Y. S. he could merit nothing without 
giving.me hard words, and becauſe many look on the 
Beginning and End of a Book, .who mind nothing elſe 
in1t ; therefore he hath here put togethes as the Con- 
ſequence of my Dodtrine, "Mi than *_ no 

u 


ticiſm, Enthuſiaſm, and dow Atheiſm. 
he could not make my Caſe x al with. bis —_ og 
leſs I were charged with Herehe, and Principles leading 
zo Atheiſm, . But he is char ed by 'the moſt Zealous 
Catholicks, and in reſpe& to his avowed Prin ples 3 : 
but my charge here is by an enraged Adverſary ; and 
for ſuch a DoQrine which is owned by all Menrof Un- 
derſtanding in both Churches, and if I may name him 
T7" them;' even by 1 S. himſelf, My worgogre, 
2. Lbs e ſaid, that the Churches Power will become explic 


*ter,Fp. 21. 
4 any Enquirer, then every ſuch Perſon Ft _— 
out the Al: hers. help” find ont off nefers 7 cents . of 
Faith. And where "Hes the Hereſie > Eachuſlſn, 
the Atheiſm of this Do ene 'which I have alread y 
"ta yoo I both by Farhers and School-men 
n e ts, that ev to. 
| for his own Salratign'; and of the bit: 3 ar 
vation, and of all the Controverſies between. them 
and us, and eſpecially of the true Grounds of Faith ; 
and all this without the Churches help. _ . And if be ca0 
do —_ I Res A.4 -qytr: Kh | he cannot, gp 
out: all Nece ts of Fai qponh fer 
reſolved all ant hou of and yet Be: . neceſſa- 
ry Points of Faith? And hath he : und yr rp et 
Ark 200, Wont the arches Hep : 7 eye 
oth he want neceſſary Points of Fait it 
follows , that' after Ns a, ah { Thea 
Authority , , there are fill cet 1 Auk .of Vi 


which may be wanting ; _ then an abſolate Sub- 
miſſion 
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maſon is not all that is required of one that hath found 
out the Churches Authority. But my whole Argu- 
ment there proceeds upon a Suppoſition, viz. that if 
one may without. the Churches Help find out the _ 
Churches Authority ig, Scripture, then why not all 
neceſſary Points of Faith ? So that it goes upon a Parity 
of Reaſon ; and I fee no Anſwer at all given or pre- 
tended , but only he endeavours to ſtop my Mouth 
with a handful of Dirt. | 

Thus I have diſpatched this long Argument about 
- " the Judgment of Diſcretion. And I ſhall now ſum up my 
- Anſwer in theſe particulars. 


We Chriftian, as ſuch, is bound to enquire after 
wy Way to Salvation, and hath a Capacity of 
J ing it. | 

* . IL -Every Chriſtian proceeding according to the 


beſt. Rules of judging, hath Reaſon 'to receive the 
Scri as the Rule of his Faith. 
.. The Scripture is ſo plain in all Neceſſaries, and 
God hath promiſed ſuch Aſſiſtance to them, thar 
fiacerely ſeek it, that none who do ſo, ſhall want 
the knowledge of ſuch things as are neceffary to their 
Salvation. | 
» IV. When any thing is offer'd as neceſſary to be be- 
lieved in ordex to Salvation, every Chriſtian hath a 
Right and Mberty of Judging, whether it can be 
proved by the Scripture ro be ſo neceſſary or 
V. We do not allow to particular Perſons the ſame 
Faculty of gudging in doubtful Points of Controverlie, 
which we do as-tq Matters that immediately concern 
their Salvation. | 


. -” | VL No- 


VI. No- pretence of Infallibility or ' Authority -can 
take away that Right-of Judging, which was al- 
wy them by the. Apoſtles, whoſe Authority was 1n- 
jallible. | 

VIE This Right of Judging doth not exclude.the 


/ 


Churches due Authoricy as to* Matters of Faith and 


Its Effect. | 


" Third Let 
 * ver. Page, 
34 


" 1s the meanin 


Controverſies of Religion, (as it is declared Art..20. 
of our Church) but all that we now plead for, is (not 
any Authority as ta others) but a Right of -Judgi 
as to themſelves,. in Matters that concern their Sal. 
h, as to them depends up- 


vation. 

- VNHI. The Certaincy of Fait 

on two Things ; 1. The-clearneſs of Scripture, about 
them, which implies the Certainty of Reaſon,*2. The 
Promiſe of Divine Aſſiſtance which makgs their 
Faith Divine ,_both as toits Principle, its Gro, and 


But I have not yet.ended his Objet#:o0ns about our 
Rule of Faith ; For, _. et 
VI. He objets, That we cannot neceſſarily reſolve 
our Faith into the Writings of the Apoſtles only. W hat 
that we cannot neceſſarily reſolve it ? 
I think we muſt Reſolve it intoa Written Rule, till we 
ſee another proved. : RE 
Did the Apoſtles when they went to comvert the World, 
20 with Books in their Hands, or Words inmheir Mouths ? 


Doubtleſs, with Words in their Mouths, Or were thoſe 


Words a jot leſs Sacred, when they came from. their 
Months , wth on Yy for ny ins = ? Not one 
jot. Or la any C | om Chriſt appear to 
white the Book of Scriptare, or any hors, fore hand, 


that it was to be « Rule of Faith to the future Church? 


No ſuch matter ; and the Accidental Occaſions of its 
| writing 


\J | 
ne C73) 
writing. 4t. firſt , and its Acceptation afterwards bay an 
ſuch een On the other Tae z their grand C Hnre—4 
wes 70t ſcribite, but only predicate: Evanpelium. 

I have given an Account ſo lately of the Reaſons 
and Occaſions'of writing the Goſpels and Ep;ſtles of the 
New. Teftament , that I need only here to- give theſe 
general Anſwers. | 


.T. Whatſoever was done as to the Writing the Books 
of the New Teſtament; was done by the immediate Di- ;.. .. ,. 
reQtion-and Appointment of the Holy Ghoſt, Fob.20.31 
- IL The Reaſon given, by the Writers of the Goſpels 

themſelves, is, that Matters of Faith might be delivered 
with-the greateſt Certainty. 

III. Thoſe Writing were not intended only for the 
Benefit of the Church then being, but for future Ages; 
and thence the Books of Scripture were ſo received and 
eſteemed in the Primitive Churches. : 

IV. moſt Antient Writers .of the Chriſtian 
Church. aſfure us ; that: the Apoſtles wrote the ſame 
Doftrine; they taught, and for that purpoſe, that they 

ight be « Pillar «nd Foundation of Faith. 

.. The: moſt certain way we now - have to know 
what DoQtrine the Apoſtles taught is by their Writings; 
ſince they taught-and wrote the ſame Doftrine ;-and we 
are certain we have the Doctrine they wrote, but we 
have no other Way .to be-certam what DoQtine they 


taught. | | 

VIL He objefts, That the Queſtion being put con- 
cerning the New Teſtament*s containing all Druine Reve. 
lations of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, I gave no diretF Anſwer, Third ter 
but d it off to Matters neceſſary to Salvation. The bo S o_ſ 
ſtring out of this is the Snbje& of ſome pages. To © © 
which I give an ecaſie Anſwer. 


The 


- 
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- The Quattion concerning the New Teſtament con- 
taining all the-Divine Revelations of Chriſt and his 
Apoſtles, may be taken in two Senſes. 


' 1. As relating to the extire Obje## of Faith; and fo 
the Anſwer was moſt dire and phin, tro the ſecond 
Queſtion, © That the Rule, whereby we hold all thefame 
« Doctrine, that was taught by Chriſt and his Cones, 
« is by the Divine Revelations contained in the Writings 
« of the New Teſtament. For ſince we believe all that 
is there, and nothing but what is there, that muſt con- 
tain the Entire Object of our Faith. And the word .4// 
muſt relate to that. - 
2. As to all thoſe things which particular Perſons 
are __ _ believe, __ were TE '; om 
on - put ; about? ev  Tefth to 
aſſure wo, 1, E. = particular Chriſtians, That rhe New 
Teſtament contained all the Divine Revelations of Chrif 
and his Apoſtles : by —_ was dire and appoſite 
to this Senſe, vis. that the Univerſal Teſtimony of the 
Chriſtian: Church , as to the: Book 'of Scripture, and 
the DoQtrine therein contained, is a ſufficient Ground 
to make us certain, z.e. all particular Perſons, of 
all Matters neceſſary to our Salvation. So- that- the 
Subſtance of my Anfwer lics in theſ& three things. 


-E. That all our Faith is contained in Scripture; and 
thereby we hold all the DoQtrine taught by - Chriſt 


and his Apoſtles. 
all particular Perſons may not 


- 


II. That although 


reach to the entire Obje& of Faith contained in Scrip- 
ture, yet they had thereby a Certainty , as to all Mar- 
ters neceſlary to their Salvation, 


III. That 
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" IN. That the Ground of Certainty as to both theſe, 
was the Univerſal Teſtimony of the Chriſtian Church, 


concerning 


the Books of Scripture , andthe Dottrine 


contained therein. 


The Words of my Letter are, © We are to conſider, Second Zer- 
<« that tho Scripture belng our ſole and entire'Rule of © * *7: 


« Faith, all Matters 


y to Salvation , muſt be 


« fappoſed tobe contained therein ; and therefore: the 
« ſame Teſtimony, which delivers the Scripture to us, 
« doth deliver all the neceſſary Articles as contained 
<« therein, Which are there received as in the Lump ; 
<« and. if we receive: the'Book which: contains all , we 
* muſt by the fame Authority receive all contained in 
« it.. As if a Purſe'be left to a Man by his Fathers 
«Will, fall of Gold and Silver, and this by the Exe- 
6 cutors be declared to contain all the Gold and Silver 
<« his Parherileft hinthey who-dehiver this Purſe to him 
« from the Execurors,' do certainly. deliver to him all 
« the Gold and Sitver'left him by his Father. But if 


«6: he 


s there was both Gold and Silver left him 


* by his Father, - which was not in-that Parſe, then he 


« qauſt call. i 


Queſtion the Inteprity- of: the Exteutors 


« who declared” that all.-was comained therein, This 
 «jsmnow'the Caſe of the Chriſtian Church; as to all 
« Divine Truths which reſpeQ Mens Salvation ; the 
&« Primitive Church, who-anfwer to the Executors mn 
«< the other! Caſe, - did uadhimoully declare 'that all 
« ſuch - Truths were/ undoubtedly - Tones ined in the 
« Written Word, Although therefore there may be a 
&« real Difference in the nature of the Dotrines therein 
« contained, -29 there-is between'Gold and Silver, yet 
< he that receives all, muſt receive one as well as the 
«.other ; and the Matters of Salvation , being of 


L 2 « oreatelt 


w greateſt Moment, they that receive-the whole Will 
© of God upon Grounds of Certainty, muſt be afſured 
6 thas therein they receive all'.Matters neceſlary to. ous 
<« Salvation.- | 2 


Never was any. Purſe ſo rifled as. this is by F. S. he 
examines not-only. the 'Cain in it, but the very Strings 
and Liningg of it: ';He is a dreadful Man at Ranſacking 

Third Let- a Metaphor:;; ' He tells me, My Similitude i ſo far from 

er, P: 4% running on four Legs, that it is in many regards lame on 
the'rieht-( and indeed only ) foot it ought to ſtand on; 
and which is worſe, perhaps againſt my ſelf. The ſum-of 
it amouats to: this, that becanſe Scripture contains all , 
and Proteſtants. have Seripture , therefore they have alt. 
A ſtrange kind of Diſcourſe !' As if, betauſe they have it 
:7 4 Book, therefore they have it 'in their Minds and Souls, 
in which, and no where elſe Faith is to reſide. | 
 iBut- was not' the; Queſtion; put; whether we had 
All the Points; of Faith whiob our Saviour taught ? And 
how- could I anſwer a Queſtion about 4/1 , but; by 
ſhewing where we had 4//? If- All the DoQtine, of 
Chriſt. be there, we. muſt. be certain we have all, if 
we :have- the; Scripture which contains all. ', Ber e_« 
nor enough to- have: it in « Book, ] grant it. But ſtill. if 
you ask, where all my Faith:is contained; 1 mult refer 
you ' to that Book which contains All. For I profeſs 
to believe. every thing there , and nothing as a Pointe 
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of Faith, but what is-there. We go not pretend, that 
it' is gnough for-Perſons to:ſayy- their Faith 45 in ſuch e 
Book; but we grant that they ought to read 'and 
ſearch, and aQtually believe what- ever they find .in 
that Book ; but. ſtill -all Points are, not equally ne- 
ceſſary : to all Perſons that are therein contained, 
_ but. all ſuch as are- neceſlary to Salvation le- there 


open 


_—_ 


_ to the. Capacities of all who deſire to. know 
them, 


Now this is-one of the things F. S. finds fault with 
this ſimilitude of a Purſe for; viz. That People think 
it is an eafie thing to open, and as eaſie to come at the 
Senſe of Scripture, 4s to take Money out of « Purſe : *Tis 
but plucking the Strings, and the Deed is done, And is 
this any Diſparagement to a Rule of Faith to be plain 
and ealie ? If _it were not ſo, it could not be a Rule of 
Faith for all Perſons. We do not ſay, that any Perſon 
by opening the Scriptures, may preſently attain to the 

ertain Senſe of all Places of Scripture ; but that which 
I aſſert, is, That.no Man who ſets himſelf to read and 
conſider the Scriptures as he ought, and prays for Wil- 
dom from God, ſhall miſs of knowing all things ne- 
. ceſlary to his Salvation. But Mr. S.' is for mending 
the Similitude, and truly he doth. it after an extraordi- 
nary manner. He will allow the Scripture to be a Purſe, 
provided the Purſes Mouth were tied up with a Kot of 
ſuch a myſterious contrivance, that none could open it but 
thoſe who knew the Mind of the Bequeather ; and that the 
Charch, to which it was left as « Legacy, had knowledge of 
his Mind, and ſo could open it, whilſt Others only per- 
plexxed themſelves more while they went about it. 

The Point then between Us, is, whether the Scrip- 
ture were left only to the Church to Interpret it to the 
People in all Points; or whether it were intended for 
the general good of the whole Church, fo as thereby to 
direct themſelves in their Way. to Heaven ; and conſe- 
quently; whether it may not be opened and under- 

by all Perſons in Matters that. are neceſſary to 
their Salvation. 

One would think by the Church of Romes manage- 
ment of the Scripture, keeping it ſo much out of the 
Peoples - 
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g bo hands, and talking ſo much of the Danger and 
Milc 


Bell. de 
" Verbo Dei 
--b to 2! 


iſchief that comes by it, that they did eſteem ir juft 


as the Old Romans did the Sybillin Oracles , which 


were to be kept up from the view -of the People, and 
only to be conſulted in Caſes of great Difficulty, and 
no farther Queſtions were to be asked, but what the 


Keepers of them declared to be their meaning, was to 


be ſo received without any farther Examination, And 
this is the Senſe of the Politicians of that Church, con- 
cerning the Scripture. | 

' But when they have written like Divizes, and have 
been driven to ſtate the Controverſie truly, they have 
been forced to ſuch Conceſſions, as have overthrown 
the Political Hypotheſis, For, 


I. They cannot deny, that the Scripture was deſign- 
ed to be a Certain and Infallible Rule of Faith to all. 
This Bel/armin proves in. the beginning of his Contre- 
verſies. ; where he ſhews at | That: the Law was 
the Rule in the Old Teftament. To the Law, and to the 
Teſtimony. Bleſſed are they that ſearch = Command- 
wents, &c. That in the New Teſtament Chriſt proves 
his Doftrine by the Scriptures, and refers the Pha- 
riſees to the Scriptures, and confuted the Sadduces 


. out of them. That the Apoſtles dire& Chriſtians to 


honour , and eſteem, and to rely upon them. And 
then he proves, that. a Rule of Faith muſt be Certain 
and Known ;: and for.the Scriptures, he ſaith, Nihz/ 
eſt Notius, nihil Certius. Nothing is more Known, no- 
thing more Certain, How can this be, if there be ſuch 
Myſtical Knots which 2ye 'it together, that none but the 
Church-Gaides can unlooſe? How can this then ever be 
ſo Known, as to be a Rule of Faith to the People? And 
not meerly « Rule, but « moſt Certain and. 21 
ic 
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Which is the greateſt Non-ſenſe in the World, if it 
cannot be underſtood by thoſe, who are to make ir 
their Rule. - They may as well ſay, That Algebra was 
a Rule for Maſons and Carpenters, and a Jacob's Statf 
for a Taylor's Meaſure. 

But Mr. S. hath beaten his Brains ſo long about R»/es 
and Rulers, .and that which is r»/ed and regulated by 
them, that we muſt not expe& that he ſhould be tied 
down to Cardinal Bel//armir's Notions ; and therefore 


I muſt conſider what he ſaith,after above Twenty years 
hard labour about theſe things. 


Fe tells me plainly, 1 quite miſtake the meaning of the Third Lt. 
word Rule, For (faith he) zt TT Reffitule. No #7, Þ- 51. 


doubt a Right Rule doth. But ftill I miſtake his mean- 
iny, How ſo? There muſt be a ReF;taude in the Rule. 
The is wot it, What then ? It muſt be evident Refitude, 
#, e. Evident to be Right. Noz ſo. I hope we ſhall 
come at it at laſt.It 5s ſach an Evident Ref#itude as pre- 
ſerves thoſe who regulate themſelves by it from Obliquity or 
Deviationgthat is, in our Caſe, from Errour. And is this 
the wonderful Myſtery ? There wants but one Word 
to make it paſt diſpute, viz. who effetFually regulate 
thetuſelves by it. For Regulating is an ambiguous Word, 
and may be taken, either 1. For what a Man takes 
and profeſſes to be his Rule which he is to a by; fo 
a Ciceronian regulates himſelf by Cicero, 5. e. he declares 
his Manner of Toeech to be the Rule he orders his Speech 
by. And yet it is very poſſible that ſuch a Man may 
uſe Phraſes which are not Ciceyo's, for want of ſufficient . 
Skill and Care. 2. For what he doth in Confor- 
mity to his Rule. And fo he doth Regulate himielf . 

Cicero, who doth not in the leaſt ſwerve from his 
Manner of Speaking. But-Cizcero is the Rule to both 
theſe. And ſo the Queſtion here comes to this, _ 
ener 


G.> - 
ther that can be ſaid to be a true IntelleQtual Rule, 
which Men through their own default, and not throu 
any Cefe&t in the Rule, may deviate from? Tf a Rule 
in it {elf Certain, and be certainly received for a Rule, 
, that is ſurely enough to make ita Rule toa Man ; but 
it is not neceſſary to the being of a Rule, thata Man 
can never deviate from it by, his own Fault, For, .there 
isno IntelleQtual Rule can be aſſigned, but it is poſſible 
for a free Agent to deviate from ; although he do at 
'the ſame time profeſs it to be his Rule. |. Do not. all 
Chriſtians agree the Commands of Chriſt to be. an In- 
fallible Rule of Life ?. And F. S. by his admirable Lo- 
gick will either prove this not to be a Rule, or that it * 
15 impoſſible for Men to Sin. For, faith he, 4 Rule 

ſpeaks. Rectitude, and that ſuch. an evident one as preſerves 
thoſe who regulate themſelves by it from Obliquity or De- 
viation. Yes, faith he, this is very plain,thoſe who Re+ 

late themſelves by Chriſt's Rule, cannot Sin ; I grant 
1t, thoſe who doe ally Regulate themſelves by it; 
but Others may profeſs this to be their Rule,and the moft 
Infallible Rule of Life, and yet through their own Fault 
may deviate from it. So here Perſons may ownthe Scri- 
pture to be a moſt Certain & Infallible Rule as to!Truth 
and Falſhood ; and they are ſure while they effeQually 
regulate themſelves by it, they can never Err ; -but 
while they profels to do it, they may. So that all 
Mr. Ss Subtilty . vaniſhes into nothing, by ſo plain and 
eaſie a Diſtinftion, Therefore I am till of the mind, 
that a Rule of Faith is that whereby we are to judge 
what we are bound to believe as to. Divine Revelations. 
-No, faith F..S. I ought to have faid, '1t is that by which, 
while we follow it , we ſhall be abſolutely ſecured from 
erring in Faith, This follows from the Reititude of 
, the Rule, that while Mea keep to it, they A ; 
ut 
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but it doth not follow from the Nature of the Rute; 
that Men muſt neceſſarily follow it. For is it poſſible 
for Men to miſunderſtand a Certain Rule or not?;.e.ſuch 
a Rule which if they truly follow, they ſhall be ſecured 
from Erring : It not, then the Rule muſt be plain and 
evident to all Capacities, to ſuch a degree, that they 
cannot fail in judging by ir. If it be poſſible, then, 
although the Rule be in it ſelf Certain and Infallible, 
yet it 1s poſſible for Men to Err through ſach a Mi- 
ſtake, and while they think they follow the Rule, they 
may run into Errour. And it is ſtrange to me, that 
Mr. S. in- all this time hath not diſcerned the Fallacy 
that hath miſled him. If it hath really miſſed him, 
and not been ſet up by him, . on purpoſe to Confound 
and Confute Hereticks, as he tells the Cardinals at 


Rome. | But one of that Number hath fully proved, as 


I have ſhewed already, that the Scripture was intended 
for a Rule of Faith to the People ; and then it follows 
from F: $. hinFelf, that while they Regulate themſelves 
by it, they can never Err. What Reaſon then can be 
given, why ſuch a Rule of Faith ſhould be kept from 
them ? And the Purſe be tied up with ſo many Myſte- 
rious Knots, which are utterly inconſiſtent with the 
Notion of a Rule of Faith. 


IT. They grant, that there is a great difference in the 
Points contained in Scripture ; of which ſome are 


allowed to be ſimply neceſſary to Salvation ;, as thoſe zelr. de 
which are required to Baptiſm ; and Bellarmiz yields, V9 2* 


That all theſe Points are certainly contained in Scr/p- * 


ture ; and were the things which the Apoſtles conſtantly 
reached to all People. Who cannot be denied to have 
wn capable of Underſtanding: theſe things, when they 
heard them preached ; and how coull they loſe the 

| M Capa- 
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Third Let- 
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Capacity of Underſtanding them when they were writ- 
ten? And if they might ſtill Underſtand themgthen the 
Scripture hath no ſuch Myſterious Knots, but all Points 
neceſſary to Salvation may be.underſtood by the People. 
So that as to theſe Points of greatelt 4; 4-rowy the 
Scripture muſt be left as a Legacy to all Chriſtians, and ' 
not only to the Guides of the Church. | 

But F.S. craves leave to Explain himſelf ; and it is 

oreat pity to deny it him. Miſtake me not," ſaith he, 
1 do not mean Scriptures Letter is not clear in ſuch Paſ< 
ſages as concern Morality, or the X Commandments ; nor 
in Matters of Fai#, as the Marks or Signs of the Meſſias 
foretold by the Prophets; (Methinks the Myſterious Kyots 
ſhould hos been about Prophecies, ) nor in Parables 
explained by himſelf and ſach like ; but in Dogmatical 
Points or Tens, which are Spiritual; and oftentimes pro- 
found Myſteries, as a Trinity, Chriſt's G ; the Real 
Preſence of his Body in the Sacrament, and ſuch like ; and 
in ſuch as theſe our Rule is not intelligibR enough to keep 
the Followers of it. from Erring. I Anſwer, Either the 
Apoſtles Preached theſe Points to all Perſons as zeceſſery 
#0 their Salvation,” or they did not.. If not, how come 
they to be neceſſary to be believed now ? If they did,. 
then the People were capable of Underſtanding them 
when they heard them, and therefore. may as well 
underſtand them when they read them. ' I do. not .. 
mean the Manner as to the Trinity and Incarnation (as 
to Tranſubſfantiation, Iknow nothing in Scripture about 
it either as to Thing or Manner) but the Revelation of 
ſuch a DoAtrine. So that if theſe Points be owned to 
be neceſſary to Salvation, they muſt be ſo plain that Men 
_ underitand their Duty ts believe them. For, that 
is the Bound I keep my ſelf within, that all things Neceſ- 
fary to Salvation, are.ſo plain, that we may be _— 
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of our Duty to believe them ; but if not, we may Err 
without Prejudice to our Salvation. 


Mr.S. asks what I mean by all things neceſſary to Salua- Fig. 48 


rion. Nothing but what all others do mean by it. 
Did Chriſt ( faith he) teach any unneceſſary Points ? 
Alas for him ! But are all Points taught by Chriſt, or 
written in Scripture, equally neceſſary to the Salvation 
of all People ? No, he faith preſently after, That he 
will grant that fewer means than the Knowledge of all Chriſt 
taught, may ſuffice for the Salvation of fo particulay 
Perſons. Very well ; now I hope he will make ſome- 
| thing of the main buſineſs in hand, viz. To prove that 

Abſolute Certainty of all that Chriſt Taught, is Neceſ- 
fary to Mens Salvation , when he grants that ſome 
may be Saved, without ſo much as Xowing all that 
Chriſt Taught. To what purpoſe was all this Heat 
about the Certainty of our Faith, as to all that Chriſt 
Taught, if at laſt ſome may be Saved without ſo much 
as. Knowing it ? How doth Mr. S. prove, That thoſe 
ſome are only the Ignorant People in the Church of 
Rome ; but that all Ours are tied to no leſs than Infal- 

lible Certainty of all that Chriſt Taught. He would 
| havedone well, to have proved ſuch a Privilege for 
Ignorance to have been limited to their Communion ; 
and that no Claim can be allowed as to the Circum- 


ſtances of any other particular Perſons. Some few (he pag. 48. 


ſaith again) may be Saved without the Knowledge of ſuch 
and ſuch Points, ſlender Motives being enough for their Cir- 
s#mſtances. 1 thank Mr.S. for this. It ſeems the Point as 
to Salvation is gained, unleſs particular Perſons among 
us cant be proved to be none of theſe few. But where- 
ever they are, it ſeems they may be Saved ; but I hope, 
not without True and Saving Faith ; whence it follows, 
that ſuch Faith hath no neceſſary Relation to theſe 
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high Points ; and there' is no need of Infallible Cers 
tainty, as to them, of all Chriſt Taught. One of theſe 
high Points, is that of Tranſubſtantiation ;. too high 
for me and Thouſands and Millions beſides, ever to 
apprehend, let us do our utmoſt ; nay we cannot ap- 
prehend (ſuch is our dulneſs) that we can have any 
Certainty, as toSenſe or Reaſon, if we hold it. We 
hope therefore F. S. will enlarge his Number, and not 
talk only of ſome Few that may be Saved without the 
Knowledge of ſuch deep Myſteries ; we defire to. be 


admitted into his Number, for truly our Capacities can 


never be ſtretched fo far, as to comprehend the Pofſi- 
bility of Tranſubſtantiation, Suppoſe our Motives be 
ſlender, yet they are ſuch as move us to that degree, 
that we carinot overcome the ReluQtancies of Senſe, and 
Reaſon, and Revelation, and Tradition againſt it. 
But Mr. S, brings himſelf off with a S«/vo ; Thoagh 
all Points are not neceſſary for every om Perſon, 
yet all of them. are neceſſary for the Body of the Church, 
whoſe Paſtors are to Inſtruf# their Children in them, and 
apply the Efficacy of them to their Souls, as their Capacities 
it, and Exigencies require. It ſeems ſtill they are 
not Neceſſary to particular Perſons, but according to 
their Capacities and Exigencies, but they are to the Body 
of the Church. But how came they to be Neceſſary to 
the Body of the Church ? For Inſtance, The Point of 
Tranſubſtantiation is a very deep Point ; and although 
particular Perſons may be Saved without believing it, 
yet I cannot underſtand how this deep Point comes to 
be Neceſlary, in any ReſpeCt, for the Body of the 
Church. I hope F.S. will not deny this to be one of 
his Neceſſary Church-Points : Let him then ſhew,how 
it comes to be ſo Neceſſary for the _ of the Church to 
Inſtrud their Children in it. My Capacity, laſſure = 
| W 
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will not reach tothis , and therefore I hope I may be 
excuſed ;_ and in his own words, my mind is not capa- 
ble of being cultivated by ſuch elevating Conſiderations. 
I do not believe there is any ſuch danger of the Flocks 
dying , or falling ſhort of their full growth they might 
have had in the Plentiful Paſturage of the Church, as F. S. 
elegantly ſpeaks, if they do not believe Tranſubtantia- 
#50n, or any ſuch deep Points. 

But ſtill we have no Abſolute Certainty of our higheſt 
Fundamentals. No ? We affirm the Contrary ; and 
from Abſolutely Certain Grounds. It is Abſolutely Cer- 
t4iu, that whatever God Reveals is true, and ought to 
be believed by us. And we are, as abſolutely Certain 
as Scripture and Reaſon can make us, that God hath 
Revealed the Fundamentals of our Faith. Bu# there i 
Experience to the Contrary, What Experience ? That 
we are not Certain? We affirm that we are; and 
who can tell beſt ? How comes Mr. S. to know we are 
not Certain when we ſay we are ? But all are not, as 
Socinians, &c. What are they to us? Are not we cer- 
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tain, becauſe ſome are not Certain ? What pittiful Rea- - 


foning is this ? Is Mr. $. Certain of his Infallible 
Ground of Certainty, Oral Tradition? Why do I ask ſuch 
4 Queſtion ? For very good Reaſon; becauſe there are 
fome not Certain of it, and even in-his own Church ; 
but cry out upon it, as Fallible, Fallacious, Dangerous, 
and Deftrutive of Paith , and leading to Atheiſm. 
From whence it follows, on Mr. $*s. Principles, that he 
cannot be Certain: himſelf, becauſe others are not. 
Nay, it is impoſſible he ſhould have any Certainty on 
his own Grounds. For he can have no Rule of Cer- 
. tainty, as ſhallevidently prove from his own Words. 

A. Rule muſt have Abſolute Certainty ; Abſolute Cer- 

tainty there cannot be where Perſons are left a 

| ut 
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but there are many in the Church of Rowe, that not 
only doubt of his Rule of Intallible Certainty , byt 
. ; Utxenly deny it, and diſpute againſt it, Haw, is It 
rhen poſſible, for bim to be certain of it on- hig own 


Grounds? DN . 
But it is time to proceed to another QbjeCtion agaiaſt 
cur Rule of Faith. 


-. Third Le YTIII. F.S. faith,We canbe ng more certain,of our Rule, 
br 14 ehanwe are of the Treth of the Letter of Seriptare ; but we 
cannot be certeip we have the Right Letter, unleſs we have 
a Right Tranſlation, and thet muſt be from «4 true Copy; 
0 Copy can be true, unleſs Conformable to the Original ; 
and if whete be any failure in any of theſe, nay, if we have 
wot abſolute Certainty of all theſe, we cannot bave any ab- 
ſolute Certainty of our Faith. 

"This Objetfion, thoſe of the Church of Rozze, who 
believe Scripture to be a Rule of Faith, (though not 
the Complete ) are concerned to Anſwer, as well as 
we. For, the Matters of Faith contained in Scripture 
are convey'd to their Minds after the ſame manner. 

«Page 51, But Mr.S. faith Their Caſe is different from ours. Do not 
they make the YValger Tranſlation Authentick? And will 
not the ſame Objections then lie againſt all thoſe who 
rely upon it ? Letus ſee how F.S. clears this Matter : 
I. The Canon of the Books comes down, ſaith he, by the 
Teſtimony of all Chriſtian Churches, that are truly Chri- 
ftian, And we ſay, the Canon of the Books comes * 
down by the Concurrent TOP of all Chriſtian 
Churches, however differing in other things. And 

| herein, Ithink, we have much the advantage. For, 
we do not except againſt the Teſtimony of any Chri- 
ſtian Churches ; nor condema them as not truly Chri- 
ſtian till their Cauſe be better heard and examin'd. 
2. The Dodtrine of. Chriſt, ſaith he , transfuſed into the 


hearts 
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hearts of the faithful,both tanght them how,and obligedthem Page 51+ 


zoc orred the Copy in thoſe particular Texts that concerned 
Faith. What is this, but in plain terms to expoſe 
the Scriptures to the Scorn and Contempt of Atheiſts 
and Infidels? Who would deſire no better a Conce(- 
fion than this,. that the, —_— hath been corze&ted 
in Matters of Faith, according to the Faith of the 
Church. - If this be granted, it is impoſſible to prove 
that 'we have any true Original Texts , i» Matters of 
Faith : For if the Church did corre& the Copy in 
thoſe particular Texts, which concerned Faith, accord- 
ing to the Senſe of. the faithful ; then the Church in 
every. Age. might fo correCt it : and conſequently we 
can never be ſure, that the Texts continne the ſame for 
any two, Ages together ; unleſs it be firſt proved im- 
poſiible for the Senſe of the Church to vary in any two 
ges - or of thoſe who think themſelves bound to cor- 
rect the Texts. And I ſhould be very ſorry to have 
my Faith reſt upon ſuch a flippery Foundation. I will 
t the Cafe, as to the Arian Controverſie, How was 
it poſſible for the Niceze Fathers to have convinced 
the 4ri«ns on ſuch a Suppoſfition as this ? © You alledge 
* ſeveral Texts of Scripture, might} they ſay, to prove 
*© the Godhead of Chriſt, and his Equality with the 
« Father ; but how can we know that theſe were Ori- 
« ginal Texts, and not correted by the Guides of the 
«© Church then , according to their own Senſe? We 
© do not deny that there were ſome leading Men of this 
* Opinion , and having gained a Party to themſelves, 
&* they corrected the Texrs according to it : And there- 
&« fore we can never be ſatisfied, that theſe were the 
< Original Texts, becauſe we can bring down a Tradi- 
©« tion of a contrary Senſe from the Apoſtles times. 
I do not ſee what fſatisfaQtion they could ever __, 
1 
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if this pernicious Principle be allowed, -that the Texts 
were to be corrected in Matters that concern Faith, ac- 
cording to the Senſe of the Church. But he faith it is, 
If any Errour, through the careleſmeſ, unattentiveneſs , 
or malice of the Tranſlators, or Tranſcribers at any time 
had crept in. This doth not one jot mend the Matter. 
For if the Faith of the preſent Church be the Rule, then 
the Texts are to be corrected according. to it, and the 
blame to be laid on the Careleſneſs or Malice of Tran- 
Nators-and Tranſcribers. This is a miſerable Account 
of the Certainty of Texts of Scripture .in Points of 
Faith; As to 'other Texts of inferiouwr concern , as he 
ſpeaks, they could be beſt correffed, by multitudes of 
other ancient Copies , the Churches Care ſtill going a- 
long, as mas .ſhewn in the higheſt manner , by the 
Council of Trent, that ſo it might be as exat# as Haman 
Diligence could well render it. As to multitudes of 
Copies they ſerve us as well as them ; but as to the 
Care of the Council of Trent, I am by no means fa- 
tisfied. For x. They went no farther than a Tranſla- 
tion, and declared that Authentick, without due re- 

ard to the Original Text. 2. The Care taken was not 
7 exaQt ; for then Clemens the Eighth did great Injury 
to Sixtus the Fifth, when he recalled and correQed his 
Bibles in-ſo many Places after Sixts the Fifth, had pub- 
liſhed his for an Exa&t Edition. 3. There are ſtill 
complaints in.the Church of Rome of want of ExaQ- 
neſs 1n the Vulgar Latin. 4. Afﬀeer all this is but Hu- 
man Diligence, and no ſuch Abſolute Certainty, as J.S: 
Tequires from us. 

Bur it may be, he will ſay, Th at he doth not at all make 
it his Rule of Faith ; Let him declare ſo much ; andthen 
we know what to Anſwer. This is ſtill putting off. There- 
fore I will give a diſtin&t Anſwer. | R 

| | I, We 
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1. We do utterly deny that it is in any Churches 
Power #0 correc? Original Texts , becauſe they con- 
tradift the Senſe of the preſent Charch ; or any Tran- 
ſlations any . farther, than they differ from the Origi- 
nals. And I do not know any aſſertion that ſhakes 
_ our Faith, as to the Scripture, than this of F. S. 
doth. 

II. The early Appeals made to Scripture ip Matters 
of Faith, by the Writers of the Chriſtian Church , 
make us Certain that there could be no ſuch Altera- 
tions or Correttions of the Texts, according to the ſe nſe 
of the Correftors. As for Inftance, we find the 
Places produced againſt the 4rians uſed before aga inſt 
the Samoſatenians and Artemonites. 

If it be faid ; They might corret# the Fathers to 1 
anſwer, That there is no imaginable Ground for an y 
ſuch ſuſpicion ; becauſe the Fathers lived in difctanc 
Places and Countries, and therefore when their Teſti- 
mopies agree about ſome places of Scripture alledged 
by. them, there can be no Reaſon to ſuſpe& any Cor- 
ruption or Alteration of the Text. As fe Inſtance, no 
one Text of the whole New Teſtament, hath been 
more fuſpeQted than that of 18S. Johy 5. 7. There are 
three that beay Record in Heaven, &c. And it cannot be 
denied, that there hath been great variety, both in the 
Greek and Latin Manuſcripts about it ; yea, there was 
ſoin S. Jeroms time, as appears by his Preface to the 
Canonical Epiſtles ; who charges the leaving it out to 
the unfaithfulneſs of the Tranſlators. S. Jerom is cri- 
ed out upon as a Party in this Controverſie, and there- 
fore it is {aid on the other ſide, that he put it in as 
favouring his own Opinion. But his Integrity is vin- 


dicated herein , becauſe S. Cyprian ſo long betore the 5. price. 


Arian Controverſie produced this Place. So that cur 4 


Cer- Fubai. 


( 99) 
Certainty as to Scripture doth not depend upon the” 
meer Letter , but upon comparing the beſt and moſt 
antient Copies, with the Writings of the Fathers, who. 
{tilt made uſe of the Scriptures in all Diſcourſes and 
Debates about Matters of Faith. . 

III. The variety of Readings in Matters that are not 
of Faith, cannot hinder our Certainty in Matters. of. 
Faith. We do: not. pretend , that there is no kind of 
variety in the Copies of the New Teſtament; but 
I:am of Opinion that this rather eſtabliſhes than 
weakens our Faith, For, conſidering the great Mulri- 
tudes of them, and how inſignificant they are, it ſhews. 
that this Book was liable to the common Accidents of 
Books ; but yet, that there is no ſuch variety, as to 
make one ſuſpeCt any Fraud or Deſign in the Alterati- 
- ons that appear in the Meng Copies. And asto- 
Tranſlations that have been e-arhang us, the Peo- 
S- who arenot able to examin them by the Originals, 

ve no Reaſon to ſuſpeCt' them, as to any. Matter of 
Paith. Not meerly from the Skill and Integrity of the. 
Perſons, and the Care that hath been taken, but be- 
cauſe -it was ſo much the Concernment- of ſome Men 
to have leſlen'd the Credit of our Tranſlations, as much 
as was poſlible, and they have not been able to pro- 
duce any thing that might.ſhake the Faith of a con- 
ſidering Man.. - 

If it be ſaid after all; This: is but Human Faith, and 
not D:vine ; Tanſwer, 

IV. We mult be careful todiftioguiſh the Certainty. 
of Human and Divine Faith in this Matter. We do 
not pretend that-we have an Abſolute Divine Certainty- 
of things that are only tapable of Human Certainty ; 
and wedo not ſay, that. we have only Human Cepr- 
tainty.- of. things capable of Divine Certainty. If the 
== Qeeſtion. 


- 
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Dyeltion be put concerning the ObjeFs of Divine 
ot then we do anſwer , That -. have a Divine 
Certainty of them from thoſe things , which are the 
proper Evidence of Divine Revelation. We believe 
the DoQtrine of Chrift with a Divine Faith, becauſe 
it was confirmed by Miracles and Prophecies : We be- 
lieve the New Teſtament to' be written by the Holy 
Spirit, becauſe the Promiſe of the. Spirit was fulfilled 
upon them ; and eſpecially.-in a thing of fo great Con- 
cernment to the whole Chriftian Church. But if the 

ueſtion be asked only concerning a Matter of Fa, 
- as whether the Books that bear ſuch Names were writ- 
ten by the Perſons, whoſe Names they. bear ; then I 
can have no greater Certainty than belongs to a Matter 
of FaCt ; bur then it is ſo circumftantiated, that I have 
a greater and more abſolute Certainty, as to this, then 
any other Matter of Fact which wants the Proofs that 
this hath. And if as to Books, and Copies, and 
Tranflations, we have as high a Certainty, as the thing 
is capable of, it is madneſs to expe and require more. 
| For where there is but a Human Teſtimony, there can- 
not be the Certainty of Divine Faith, which muſt not 
only have a Divine Obje&t, but muſt reſt on a Divine 
Teſtimony ; but where the Teſtimony is Human, the 
Certainty muſt be ſuch as relates to rhe higheſt of that 
kind.” But till, ſuch a Faith may have Abſolute Cer- 
tainty of its kind ; and although 1n regard of its Teſti- 
mony it be Humai Faith , yet in regard both of its 0h- 
gett, its inward Cauſe, and its EfeFs, it may be truly call- 
ed Devine. 


T&. The laſt Obje#+ion is, concerning the Number of 14;r4 1:4. 
Canonical Books, Pray ſatisfie us (faith Mr. S.) about this ter, v.58. 


FIarn. 


exac# Number of Books F. and how many will juſt ſerve 
| 2 
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fxrs, One would think by his _ 7 S. werg 
preparing Matter for the Critical —_— the New 
Tefamens, he ſeems {9 concerned to leffen the Autho. 
riry of it. But I ſhall Anſwer the ObjeQtions he offers, 
1.T here may have been Books loſt that were written by Per- 
ſons divinely inſpir'd, and we have no unanimous Conſent 
of the Chriſtian Church that there is none loſt ; and thoſe 
Books might contain Matters different from, or to be ſuper- 
added to the Canon we have now ; and without this, we can 
have no Certainty, that the Books we have now, contained 
all the Divine Revelations. I Anſwer, | 


L If we have the unanimous Conſent of the Chri- 
ſtian Church, that we have the Canon of the New 
Teſtament entire, then we have their Conſent, that 
there is no Book, written by Divine Inſpiration, loſt. 
And this appears by the Conteſt in the IV. Century, 
about the juſt Number' of the Canonical Books ; The 
Churches then differ'd about ſome Books not then Uni- 
verſally receiv'd ; as the Apocalypſe in ſome, and the 
Epiſtle to the Hebrews in others. Which ſhews, that 
the Churches were then ſo folicitous to Joueey an 
Books that a rd to be written by Perſon Taſpir'd, 


' that although theſe did then want Univerſal Conſent, 


yet they were ſtill kept, and read, and diſpers'd, till 
upon further Examination they came to be Univerſally 
read. It is not therefore in the leaſt probable they 
ſhould ſuffer any Apoſtalical Writings to be loſt. 


I. This is to charge the Chriſtian Church with ſo 
groſs a NegleQ, as overthrows the force of all his Ar. 


| roms for/Tradition. . For we muſt _ an Apo- 
y 


olical Writing ſent to ſome Church by DireQ:on 


of the Holy Spirit, and yet that Church be ſo noto- 
| _ niouſly 
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* Yioully careleſs, as-to loſe a Book containing in it many 
Points of Faith; now I appeal to any one of common 
Senſe, whether -he could truſt their Word for Matters 
of Faith, who could be ſo negligent as to loſe a great 
many Points of Faith at once. And the more ſuch a 
Book were diſperſed , the Argument is ſtill ſtronger 
againſt Tradition, Beſides, this ſhews the great In- 
ſufficiency of Oral Tradition, if theſe Points of Faith 
.are loſt ; becauſe ſuch a Book was loſt, wherein they 
were contained. If Tradition had been ſo effeQtual a 


Means of Conveying Matters of Faith, it —_ 


e 
appear'd in ſuch a Caſe, viz. in preſery ch Mat- 
ters of Faith, though the Books were loſt: But we 
find nothing like this, ſo much as pretended. Although 
it were much eaſier pretended than proved. 


II. This is to ſuppoſe the Providence of God not 
to be immediately concerned in preſerving Books writ- 
ten by Divine Inſpiration. Mr.S.doth really ſuppoſe that 
Books written by Divine Inſpiration may have been loſt, 
or at leaſt that we cannot prove that they are not : But 
we think it a conſiderable Proof, that they. could nor, 
becauſe the Divine Providence doth-ſo immediately.con- 
. cern it ſelf in preſerviog that which tends ſo much to 


the Good of his Church. If a Hair doth not fall from 


our Heads, nor « Sparrow fall on the Ground, without 
the Providence of God ( as our Saviouraffirms ) is it 
not very unreaſonable to ſuppoſe that a Divine Book, 
written-for the Benefit of the Chriſtian Church, ſhould 
be wholly loſt ? Eſpecially conſidering. the extraordi- 
nary Care the: firſt Chriſtians took, in Times of the 
greateſt. Perſecutions,. to preſerve the Scriptures ;- and 
no force or violence could extort them out of their 
hands. Qn. Mr. S's Suppoſition, it was,no hard Mat- 

ter. 


Mat. 10s. 
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. ter fora Book of Scripture to be loft, wiz. if rlie ſeveral - 
Books had: been commirted .to:the Cuſtody of- ſome 
Men in Truſt for thewwhole Church'; butif we confider 
the. things'as: they really were, it will appear hardly 

ible. For the Books wgze.not keptup at firſt in a few 
hands, but ,diſperſed abroad in multitudes of Copies, - 
and received: with mighty, Veneration both on the Ac- 
count of the Authors of them, and the Matters contained 
in them. They were read both in Publick and in Private, 
they heard them in their Aſſemblies, -and they made 
then thggricouſtant Iniployment at home ; they wete 
their Rule of Lite, as well as of Faith, And how. is it 
tble to ſuppoſe any Book fo received, fo eſteemed, 
ſo diſperſed, fo conſtantly read, could be ſuffer'd to be 
loſt among Chriſtians ? Wn ap ks 
If it be Objeted, That they were not all ſo efteemed at 
firſt, «s_appears by the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, and therefore 
might more eaſily be loft ; I Anſwer, That however they 
were not univerſally received at firft, .yet they were by 
thoſe Churches to whom they were written ; and 
among them they were not kept up, but mightily di- 
ſperſed ; {o that there was.no way to loſe them, from 
the firſt & of them abroad; unleſs we can ſuppoſe 
ſuch multitudes of Chriſtians to conſpire together. to - 
ſuppreſs a Book of ſo great Concernment to themſelves. 
AS if Perfons who claim an Eſtate by virtue of fome 
' Deeds, ſhould all agree to imbezel them, or any ma- 
terial part of them. Here was no pretence for Regi- 
ſters and Abridgments, which ſome make uſe of to 
leſſen the Authority of the Books of the Old Teſtament ; 
for here we have the very Authentick Writings of the 
Apoſtles, and their own Epiſtles.in-their own ſtyle and 
Expreſſions. And ſuppoſing the Churches, to whom 
.they were ſent,to have received them as their Wanags 
X | an 
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and'to have.communicated them to others, 'as they did, 


F do not fee,: under theſe Circumſtances, how a Book, 
containing Divine Revelations, could be loſt. 


II. He Objets, That the&wnon of Scripture was not Page 5% 


entire, but deficient for ſome hundreds of years, till the 
whole Canon was collefted and acknowledged, and therefore 
fo long the Church had. no Perfeit Rule of Faith. 


I Anſwer, 

I. Idiftinguiſh: between a Compleat Rule of Faith, 
anda: Compleat Canon of Scripture. For, if the Books 
owned and univerſally” received, comtaia in them all 
Matters of Faith, then. the Rule of Faith is Compleat, 
although ſome particular Books may be ſtill in Diſpute. 
As for Inſtance, it is certain, that in St. Jerow's Time, 
the Church of Rowe did not receive as Canonical the 
Epiſtle ro:the Hebrews ; Had nor that Church therefore 
a Compleat Rule of Faith ? If God hath: ſo abundantly 

rovided for his.Church, that there may be a full Reve- 

tion of all-Points of Faith in the reſt, then the diſpu- 
ting the Authority of ſuch an Epiſtle, doth: nat dero- 

ate fromthe Compleatneſs of the Rule of Faith. For, 
if they have allPoints of Faith, they muſt have a Com- 
pleat Rule of Faith. 

I. It is no Prejudice tothe true Canon of Scripture, 
eliat; ſome particular Books of the New Teſtament were 
for ſome tune diſputed by ſome particular Churches. 
' For, if it were done without Ground, it doth reflet 
more on thoſe Churches than on thoſe Books; eſpecially 
when thoſe very Churches afterwards received them. 
And this was'the Caſe of the Church of Roe, as to 
the Epiftle.to' the Hebrews :. St. Ferom affirms, That not 


only 


ad Parda- 
iOh, 


EIB 


FE : 
Only the Greek Churches all received it, but that all the 
Ancient Writers did ſo ; and not meerly as 'an Eccleſia- 
ftical, but 43 a Canonical Epiſtle: Therefore this muſt be 
a late thing in the Church of Rome ; and in mam be 
began upon the Novarian Controverſie , which Epiſtle ' 


was thought too much to favour the Vovatian DoQrine; 
and when that Controverſie did abate, that Epiſtle re- 
- covered its Authority in'the Church of Rome. But Mr.S. 


Third Let- 
ber, P+$7* 


is angry with me, for refledFimg on the Church of Rome 
for not receiving the Epiſtle to the Hebrews in St. Jerom's 
Time ; which ((he'thinks) was an AtF of Prudence, an- 
tecedent to the Judgment or Determination of any Church, 
whether Greek or Latin. One ;may ſee by this how well 
verſed he is in the Canon of Scripture, when St. Jerom 
declares,that not only all the Greek Writers received it, 


| butall the Ancient, and that as Cenonice/. Was here 


no antecedent Judgment of the Church in this Mat- 
ter ? Doth not-the ' Conſent 'of all Ancient Writers, 
even in St. Jerom's Time; make a Judgment of the 
Chureh ? But he adds, That what I make & heinoas 
Crime in the Church of Rome, was 4 commendable 
Caution in it." That which Tiaid, was, That it hence 
appar, that the Church of Rowe was far from being 
believed then to have the Authority of making the 
Canon of Scripture, or being Infallible in Faith. And 
what faith F.S. in Anſwer to this ? Not one Syllable, 
t runs it off to another thing. * FEE 
But why ao I not as well blame the Greek Churches for 
not receiving the Apocalypſe? They do not pretend to 
ſuch Authority and Infallibility in this Matter, as the 
Church of Reme doth. _ I do not deny that there were 
ſome Greeks then to blame in reje&ing the Apoca- 


; Iypſe, but Bellarmin faith, - they were but few and 


obſcure Perſons ; and he produces the Teſtimonies of 
| Juſtin 
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Tuſtin Martyr, Ireneus, Theophilus Antiochenus, Melito 
Serdenſis, Dionyſns Alexandrinus, Clemens Alexanarinus, 
Goes and Athaneſivs, all approving it. And the Oc- 
fion of diſputing it aroſe from ' the Millenary Opi- 
nion, which ſome thought they could not confute, as 
long as the Apocalypſe had ſuch Authority in the 
Church. | 
| And ſuch Diſputes as theſe, which wore off by de- 
rees, are no real Prejudice to the Canon of the New 
eftament, which was at firſt generally received ; and 
although ſome few Books were conteſted for a time, 
et they recover'd their Authority, and haveever ſince 
en received. by the Univerſal Conſent of all Chri- 
ſtian Churches. | | 
II. He ObjeQs againſt this Univerſal Conſent, the 


Teſtimonies of Marcion, Ebion, Valentinus, Cerinthus, 75ird £er- 
Epiphanius bis ocher Hereticks, who rejetted the 155 


Canon of the New Teſtament. Could any Man but F. S. 
make fuch an ObjeQion as this ? But he had a mind 
to bring me in as- a Favourer of all Hereticks ; and, as 
ſuch another Man of Integrity hath done, of al Ant:- 
Catholick and ry Dotrines. But where bave 
I given any Occaſion for ſuch ſpiteful Refleftions ? All 
that I ſaid, was, We have the Univerſal Conſent of all 
Chriſtian Churches for the Canon of the New Teſta- 
ment, i.e. Of all fince the time, that the Epiſtle to 
the Hebrews was receiv'd in* the Latin, and the 4po- 
calypſe -in the Greek Churches ; notwithſtanding all 
the Diviſions they have ſince fallen into, yet they had 
no Difference as to the Canon of the New Teftamexr. 
And this I inſiſted on as the Ground of our Certainty, 


viz. The Unanimous Conſent of all the great Bodies of . 


Chriſtians, that have continued under different Deno-. 
minations to this day. | 
O To 


Page 74. * 
ſiwer to the Fifth 
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ftians ia the World, whether they 


CJ Rn 

To this he gives no other Anſwer, bot rhat my in 
>ftion, is co-incldent with that to the 
Foarch, T thought F. S. in- the Self-evideat way , 
would have likedmy Anſwer the better for it. Bar 
he doth not comprehend the delign of it. ' I had faid 
before, That we relied oa the Univerſal Teſtimony of 
the Chriſtian Church ; upon that 'the Game was 
asked, What I meant by the Chriſtian : My 
Anſwer was, That it was that which was made ap of all Chri- 
ſtian Charches ; i. e. ſaith F. S. Zhat all the Parts make 
the Whole ; and what Incongruity is there ? When 


 Mr.G. ſaid, That the Chriſtian Church may be taken 


in ſeveral Latitudes, he deſired toknow in what Senſe 
Itook it ; and could I anſwer him more direQly than 
to tell him, I cook 'it in the largeſt Senſe, as ut was 
made up of all the Parts ; and not in ſuch a Senſe as 
they do, who give the Denomination of the Wholkgeo- 
a Part ? But by this I do not ſeclude ell Hereticks, Td 
not take \me to judge of all the Bodies of Chri- 
be guftly —_— | 
with Hereſie or not; but I take them only as” Chiri- - 
ftians, and from their Univer Conſent, I prove the 
Certainty of the Canon of Scripture. Hereby I profeſs 
4 Brotherhood with Excrementitions Outcaſts, 1 know 
not whatBrocherhood lies in making uſe oftheir Teſtimo- 
ny ; butT had rather do it, than with unſufferable Pride 
and Folly call fo many Bodies of Chriſtians, for whom 
Chriſt died, Excrementitions Ostcefts, Butalthough he 
ſeems to own that their Teſtimony doth ſtren; the 


. Evidence for the Canon of the New Teſtament; yet he 


calls it back again, and for extraordinary Reaſons. 
1.T hey may have corrupted the Letter of Scripture,although 
they may allow of the Books... Let us then take their Te- 
ſftimony for the Books, and examine the Letter after- 
wards. . 


©t39) 


wards. 2. This Univerſal Teflimony muſt reach to Page by 


Each Chapter and Verſe; but we muſt have Aſſurance not 
only of each Verſe, but of each ſignificant Word in the Verſe. 
How hardly are ſome Men ed about the Certainty 
of Scripture ! Are there not different Copies in all Parts 
£0 examin and compare, if there be caule of Miſtruſt ; 
and. if there be none, What Prejudice is this to our 
Certainty ? At this rate, Men may argue againſt every 
thing ; and that there. can be no Certainty of any 
Writing, unleſs the Perſon ſtood by and ſaw the Au- 
thor write ; and even then he might queſtion his 
Senſes too. Theſe Objeftions do indeed lead to an In- 


curable Scepticiſm .in the Church of Rgawe. 3. The PE 75. 


s [pe27 the Juſtneſs of the Cauſe, if known Kniehts 
Teh, off are rg #0 —_— the ror 
What a deſperate Cauſe is that, which forces Men to 
fling ſuch Dirt in the Face of ſo many Chriſtian 
Churches? And that without the leaſt Evidence or 
Proof againſt them. How come all-the Greek, Abyſſine, 
Coptich, Oriental Chriſtians, tobe compared to Knights 

the Poſt, becauſe they afford a Concurrent Teſtimony 
with us \about.the Canon of 'the New Tefament ? They 
may he the hanefelt and beſt Part of Chriſtendom, 
for any thing F. S. knows ; and what Fuſtice can there 
be in ſuch Uncharitable Cenſures ? Tt is not enough 
for -yau . to ſay, They are all accounted Here- 
ticks orSchifmaticks by you ; for we that know 
how . unjuſt and unrealonable your Cenſures are ſo 
near home, have no Cauſe to segard them at ſuch a 
diſtance. | 

Thus Thave Anfwered all the Objedions'I-have met 
with in'F. $,againit curRule of Faith. 


Q 2 
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fallibility of Oral and Prattical Tradition. 
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I now come to the laſt part of my Task,. which is 


to examin the Arguments produced to prove the In- 


The main. Argument is thus ſet down by Mr. S. 4. 


* Traditionary Chriſtians believe the ſame to day which they 


did yeſterday, and ſo up. to the time of our Bleſſed Savi- 
our ; and if they follow this Rule , they can. never ery in 
Faith, and therefore are Infallible. And they could not 
innovate in Faith, unleſs they did forget what they held- the 
day before, or out of malice p =. i. x 4.4 — 

All the Parts of this Argument Mr. $S. endeavours 
to ſhew to be Self-evident ;. but in truth it is a- Se/f- 
evident Fallacy; as I ſhall ſhew at large. But before I 
particularly lay.it open, I muſt conſider what he faith 
apainſt the Method I uſed in the Conference for an- 


ſwering it. TE: | 

I then thought, and do ſtill, that the cleareſt An- 
ſwer to an Argument , which proves a thing impoſſi- 
ble was to bring an undeniable Inſtance that ſuch a 
thing really was, which was proved impoſſible: to. be. 
And to this purpoſe I produced the Inſtance of the Greek 
Charch, whith profeſſed ro follow Tradition, and yet they 
could not deny to have erred. | | 


This Mr. S. faith, Is giving no Anſwer at all ; for this 
is no Anſwer to his Argument, but producing « new Argu- 
ment againſt him. And. he magi _ tells me, 7 
it is my turn to anſwer ; and therefore I am confined to 
Concedo, Nego. or Diſtinguo : 4s the Propoſitsons. are 
either true, 's or ambiguous , or I may deny the Infe- 
rence, if I find more terms in the Concluſion than in the 
F wor ex- 
icians, I anſwer, 
to prove a thing 

im- 


Premiſſes. But theſe are my Bounds which I 
ceed. But with ſubmiſſion-to theſe 
That where an' Argument is defi 


''( 20x ) 
impoſſible, which is contrary to Senſe and Experience, 
the. producing an evident Inſtance is-the plaineſt and 
ſhorteſt-way of Anſwering ; as well as in an Induttion 
which is allowed to be diſproved by a plain Inſtance. As | 
inthe Caſe of Zeno's Argument againſt Motion ; Dz#o- 
genes his Moving was a far more efteCtual Anſwer, than 

_ if he had ſtood a great while with his Concedo, Nego 
and Diſtingso. ].S. confeſſes, That the vanity - of Ze- 
nos Argument- was not ill ridiculed by Diogenes his 

. moving before him. And why might not I then ex- 
_poſle the vanity of this Demonitration by the Inſtance 
of the Greek Church ; unleſs ſome fault be found in 
the Inſtance. He brings the Argument , and I an In- 
ſtance againſt it, 'what are People the wiſer ? and which 
ſball they: be for ;| the Argument or the Inſtance * Zeno 
brought his _ , and Diogenes his Inſtance ; 
were not By-ſtanders the wiſer , when it {o apparent- 
Prong the fappery of the Argument ? Doth F. S. 
think the vanity of it was. not enough expoſed by that 
means ? But he ſaith, This « excepting againſt the Con- 
cluſion , when there lies none againſt the remiſſes. No 
ſuch Matter ; for .it ſhews there is a Fallacy in the 

 Premiſles :. It i« however but an Argument, ad hominem ; 

call it what you will, {© it doth my buſineſs , to ſhew Page 12. 
the vanity of the Demonſtration. This. way doth but 

| ſhaman Adverſary. And truly that is a great matter, 
if they be ſuch as P.G. They are of no uſe for diſcovery of 

.Trath. As muchas laying open Sophiſtry helps to the 
diſcovery of Truth ; which is not a little when we deal 

. with Sophiſtical Diſputers. 

. But we come to the Inſtence: How doth he after all 

clear this Inſtance of the Greek Church'? Doth he.de. 

_ ny that they. hold to. Tradition ? No. Doth he deny 

that they have erred notwitſtanding ? AU _ - 

Ait 
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But his Myſwey 


-Page 'T5s 


choice 3- re dbth fy buſineſs as well as the other, and 
there are other 


.che Greek amd Rotfian Churches , 


-oheſide br other. 


my Opinion. 
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faith is, That P, G, was av ways obliged wot ro deny that 
rhe Greth Church had erred in Polnts of | Fairh;" No? 
then he muſtgemtrhat theRomatChurch hath erred, 
for thvy - Let him take his 


each er, 


mote effeQually deſtroy 
the Roman Cn. Ur {r-4 

What is ny Taying to the wy h hand? - Beſides, 
Points contrathitail \held- berween 
beſides rhat of the 
holds as well in any other, 
efore he mult fix the- Errour on 


Aﬀer all this Rouriſhing he takes: heart,nid Yeſolves 
wo. Srapple wirh the Influme; "Ler »s ſte what your Tn- 
wal -do.- Now I: t-weſhall have a dive&t 
"Anſwer: 'Byt Tam 
curs Kill batk wat, Th Ih 
Inſtance 


_ —_— make or te Th 
wot: or a | 
that was 


'S _ TR of Infallibility i in 
hey - id wot ery. 


Filiog; aft the Ar 
as im that. -Atd 


bulinefs of 'the Demonſtration it death, = 
Pans. A vhi doth not Fe 4 kg 2 
: fon vs , wleſs rang - t 
eek hark exred. "What ft isthis? 
The Diſpute was about P. G's. | ent , and not 
Is this the Anfivert the Toſtance a= 
bout- the Greek Church which-Mr. M. iſed ? 
_—_ for an Anſwer, I think F.'S. ma m— fend:Sxre 
_ 1 mentioned P, G's: ac (the Greek 
Chor full Tradition ti the Atians left thut Rule, 
aith T.S. hath he OP 6- 


& ew one. And why Fa 
Sacred well? Becauſe he didnot anfwer to Mehr 


which was 'not about the Ariars , 'but - the - 
Greek Church. Bur Church muy follow Ti; 


"I 
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ove tae, «nd leave it ot another. Very true; but the ' 
Greek Church did not forſake Tradition, and yet erred. 
And therefore Tradition and Errour were found toge- 
ther, and thoreip lies the force of this undeniable In- 
ftance. The reſt is ſuch Trifling, that I am really 
aſhamed to anſwer it over and over. Still he attempts 
to give an_Adfſiver, and ill fails ; but it is Omething 
pew; and therefore ſhall be canſidered. His Anſwer 
Gith 7. $8, holds as well as to the' preſent as paſt Greek 
Church, His anſwer ! Where is it ? It was that thoſe 
who err iy Faith muſt leave Tradition. But the Greeks 
did not leave Tradition , and yet erred in Faith ; © 
that the Inſtance holds good fill. |. He denies that Er- 
rour and Tradition can be found together in the Greek 
Church, or avy other Ancient or Modern, i, e.. the Con- 
cluſion muſt be held againſt al the Inſtances in the 
World, Bus 1 avght to ſoy , whether the differences were- 
5» onetrcrs of Faich, Yes, in ch which the Church of 
Rome accounts matters of Faith. . But how can 8n. earring 
Church. till plead Tradition and adhere to it ? Anſwer 
the Inſtance ; for the. Greek Church doth plead Tra- 
dition, Bw-then plending Tradition is no mare but quot- 
ing ſnae- ſons of ancient Writers ,as the Aviatds did - 
Not 10. neither ;* for the Greek Church relies moſt up- 
on Tradition. from Father to Son in Prattiſe of any 
Church in the World. But if they adhere to Tradition, 
an that \ apo pn — Cori, omry hou err,. 
ow can t err? For, pray aia Corift teach as 

Erroxs ? Ne caainty. Whel « Father believed os 
Chriſt taught him, and the Sou mbat the Father belieued, 
did not the Son too believe what Chriſt taught? Run it 
.on x0 the {aft San that ſhall.he born is the Warld , muſt: 
mar every one believe what Claiſft taught, if every one be- - 
 lieved what this Father believed? EO 

| na. 


9 Page 16, 
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And ſd- Goodnight to the- Greek'Chureh ; we are 
Page 19: .eome back tothe Argument. - 1 might -as well have In- 
- ſtanced in the Latin Charch it felf, Truly 1think ſo too 
. and fo you ſhall find in a ſhort time; and hor -little - 
Advantage you pet by ſuch a Challenge. 
Page?20. But it is impoſſible for-a Church to adhere to Tradition, 
. and yet to Err , therefore if the preſent Greek Church beve - 
Erred, it has not adhered to Tradition ; -if it have adhered 
to Tradition, -it hath not Erred. That is, the Ar 
ment muſt be good, let the Inſtance be what it will. 
But an eaſie DiſtinQion will ſhew the Weakneſs of this 
. Argument. . ; _ 
. Adhering to Tradition may be taken Two ways. 


:T. For -Adhering to Tradition, as the Rule and 
: Means of Conveyance of Matters of Faith, : 
- . IT. ForaQuually Adhering to that very DoQrine which 
Chriſt taught, and hath ever ſince been truly convey'd 
down by Tradition. 


"In this latter Senſe we grant it impoſſible for Men to 
-Err, \ while they aQtually adhere to that very DoQrine 
. which Chriſt taught, -and is ſuppoſed to be deliver'd 
-down by Tradition. - But this is not the Matter-before 

us; which lies in theſe Two Points. In 


- +I. Whether Tradition be an Infallible Way to con- 
. vey the DoQtrine of Chriſt down to ug. 
IL. Whether it. be impoſſible for thoſe who hold to 
This as Their Rule, to.Errornot. 


And fo the Anſwer is plain to the main Argument. 
If by Traditionary Chriſtians, be meant ſuch as -adhere 
.to that very DoQtrine which Chriſt taught, -and was 

| | | aQually 
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paar © op down tothem, then ſuch Traditio- 
nary Chriſtians, fo believing, cannot Err. 

t if by Traditionary Chriſtians be meant ſuck 
as take Tradition for an Infallible Rule of convey- 
ing all Matters of Faith ; then we ſay ſuch. Traditio- 
nary Chriſtians may and have Erred : And that for 
Two Reaſons. | 

I. Becauſe Tradition is no Infallible Rule. 

IT. Becauſe although it were, yet Men might Err, 
either by miſtaking it, or departing from it. 

But faith F. S. They ceaſe to be Traditionary Chri- 
ſtians if they do not believe the ſame to Day which they 
did Teſterday, and ſo up to Chriſt. 

If by Traditionary Chriſtians be meant, they do 
not really believe what Chriſt taught, we grant it, 
that they are. 

If by Traditionery Chriſtians be meant ſuch as bear 
the Name of Traditionary Chriſtians, and look vn 
Tradition as their Rule, and imagine they have the 
ſame Faith which Chriſt taught ; then they are {till 
Traditionary Chriſtians. 

And now I am to give. a clear and diſtinft Anſwer 
to the Demonſtration of the Infallibility of Oral Tradi- 
tion, as it is managed by F.S. and taken into Pro- 
politions. - | 

I. All Traditionary Chriſtians believe the ſame to 
day which they did yeſterday, and ſo up to the time of our 
Bleſſed Saviour. JS. hopes 1 have nothing to ſay to 
this ; but he is miſtaken. For I have many things 
to fay to lay open the Notorious Fallacy of it in every 
Clauſe. 

I. All Traditionary Chriſtians. Who are they ? 
Are all Chriſtians Traditionary Chriſtians ? This were 
to the/purpole, if it could ns But how mw 

this 
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this appear ? Why is it not faid, A// Chriftiens have 
gone upon this Principle ? He knew this could never 
have been proved. And therefore he puts in the 
thing in diſpate, and would have it taken for granted, 
that there were no. ather but Treditionery Chriſtians. 
Which I deny, and I am certain he can never 

it, Suppoſe then that there were _ not Tre- 
ditionary as well as Txaditionary, the Propoſition ap- 
pears ridiculous; ſo far is it from Demonſtration. 
Traditionary Chriſtians believed fo ; Non-Traditionary 
Chriſtians believed otherwiſe ; and: which are to be 
believed, is the Queſtion ; and that to be determined 
by the Certainty of the Gronnd they went upon ; 
and {0 weare come to the Debate between Scrsprure 
and Tradition, 4 - 


Il. Al Traditionary Chriftians believe the ſame to 
Day which they did Tefterday, This is capable of a 
threefold meaning. | 4 


I. That they do aQuually believe the fame toDay 
which they did —_—— is a Meer. con- 
riogent thing, a oves —_— I . -- -- 

It. That they are Loved to believe to Day, as they 
did Yeſterday. And that may be on ſeveral Ac- 
counts. * 


I: Becauſe they ſee Evidence from the Word of 
God to Day as well as they did Yeſterday. | 
IT, Or becauſe their Guides of the Church teach 

them-the ſame to Day which they did Yeſterday, 

whom they believe to be Infallible. © -_ - - 
III. Or,” meerly becaule they receive it by 'art Ora/ 

. Traditian, and not on the other Accounts ; and then 


it 
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it proves no more than that they are bound to do it ; 
' andirt is too well known that many fail to do whar 
they are boawd 70. 


Or Ill. That they do lafallibly believe the ſame to 
Day which they did Yeſterday. But then this ought 
to have been inſerted in the Propofition, That Tradi- 
ti Chriſtians'cannot fail to believe to Day what 
they did Yeſterday. If it be ſaid, That this is im- 
plied in their being Traditionary Chriſtians, then I ay, 
the whole is 2 Fallacy of * i» 43, for he ſappoſes all 
true Chriſtians to be Traditionary Chriſtians, and then 
that they Infallibly hold to Tradition as their Rule, 
and from thence he moo Tradition to be Infallible. - - 
But if the Body of Chriſtians+may go upon another 
Rule, or if going upon Tradition, they may miſtn- 
derſtand it, then there is no inſeparable connexion in 
the ſeveral Links of chis Chain. 

And there is a further Fallacy in ſuppoſing that if- 
any _— Faith happens, ir muſt be asſadden and 
remarkable, as.if all Men ſhould zo day refuſe to be- 
lieve what they believed Tefterdsy. Whereas the chan- 
ges of Opinions are oft-rimes wrought by infenſible 
Degrees, and many concurrent Caufes ; and ſome- 
'timesthe very ſame Words may be ufed and the Faith 
altered, as in the Caſe of Merir, Sauer aments, Sacrifice, 
&c. whichſheweth Men may continue the very fame 
Terms, and yet believe quite a different thing. And 
where Changes are gradual, it is very unreaſonable 
to pitch upon ſucha preciſe and narrow ſpace of time, 
as between to Day and Tefterdsy.. By the ſame Me- 
thod, one may demonſtrate it to be impoſfible that 
any Language ſhould be changed ; for People ſpeak 
the fame Language to Day which they did _— 
| P 2 an 
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and the ſame Yeſterday which they did the Day be 
and ſo up to _ = building of Babel ; dn 


ore, 
yet 
we all know that Languages are continually changed, 


and to ſuch a degree, that in ſome Apes they -can- 
not underſtand, what was at that time intelligible 
by all. In ſuch caſes, it isenough to aſſign the 
neral Cauſes and Reaſons of Alterations without fix- 
ing a preciſe and determinate Time... And thoſe I 
ſhall ſpeak to afterwards. 


II. And ſo up to the time of our Bleſſed Saviour. 
To. prove any thing from hence it muſt be ſhewed, 


I. That there can be no Pretence to Tradition ta- 
kenup without Ground ; for if there may, it can by 
no means follow, That if Men pretend to Tradition, 
that Tradition muſt run up to the Time of Chriſt. 

But then they ceaſe to be Traditionary Chriſtians. 
What then ? Not in pretence, for they may call 
themſelves ſo ſtill ; but in reality they are nor, 


1I, That if Men lay claim to a Rule they muſt al- 
ways obſerveit. Wedo not pretend to it as to the 
Scripture : And what Reaſon is therefor it as to Tra- 
dition ? But if Men may pretend to follow Tradition, 

. and do not, then from their being Traditionary Chri- 
ſtia#s, it can by no means follow that this Tradition 


Viour, * 


muſt be carried up to the Time of our Bleſſed Sa- 


II. The ſecond Propoſition is, And if they follow 
this: Rule, they can never err in Faith. This is pal- 
pably ſelf evident, ſaith F. S. Soſayl too, but it is 
only to be a meer Fallacy. | 


To 


\'\ 
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To: follow this Rule is to believe the ſame to Day 
which did Teſterday, and ſo up to Chriſt, or down- 
wards: If they did this from Chriſts time, and ſo for- © 
wards, they muſt continue to believe the ſame to the-End 
of the World. = 

If they really believe the ſame: Dottrine which 
Chriſt taught, no doubt they cannot err. But the 
Queſtion is, Whether this be an lafallible Rule for us 
to Judge, they could never miſtake in this Rule, ncr 
follow any other : For if either of theſe could happen, 
the Demonſtration is loſt. If it were poſſible for Er- 
rors to come in ſome other Way, or for Perſons to 


. miſapprehend the DoQtrine' delivered ; then it is 


not poſſible for us by this Way to be convinted they 
could not err. . The latter I have already ſpokea to ; 


| I ſhall now ſhew that there were ſome other ways 


that Errors might come in. And here I ſhall paſs 


. over the Common Infirmities of Human Nature, which 


I thiak-Oral Tradition can never Cure, and which 
leave Men always lyable to Error ; but I ſhall name 
ſome more particular Ways of introducing them. 


T.' By the Authority of Falſe Teachers. And for 


- this 1 ſhall not run.back to the Falſe Apoſtles and Se- 


ducers in the Apoſtles times and afterwards ; but I 
ſhall bring a preſent Inſtance in the Church of Rome ; 
and that is of Michael de Molinos, a Perſon folemn- 
ly condemned at-Rome, Aug. 28. of this Year for 
68 Propoſitions taken out of his Books and owned by 
himſelf, as the Decree ſaith ; which are there ſaid to 
be Heretical, Erroneows, Blaſphemons, Offenſrve, Raſh, 
Seditious, and contrary to Chriſtian Diſcipline, This 
Man is faid to have had Thouſands of Dilciples in 1t«- 
ly, in the very Heart of the Traditionary Church. 

Now, 


* ſtian State lies'in « Simple, Pure, Infuſed and _ 
I- 


Now, I defire F. 8. to inform: me, If Tradition be Is- 


fatlible, and that be the Way followed in the Church 
of Rome, how it was poffible for ſuch Multitudes to 
be deceived +9 Matters of fuch Conſequence ? To ſay 
they were notdeceived, is to expoſe the Authority of 
the Guides of the Church of Rome to the greateſt 
Contempt ; ror they were deceived, is to own, 
That notwithſtanding T rad:tion, a fingle Prieſt ma 

gain fuch Authority, as to deceive Thouſands; an 


where lies then the Infallibility of Tradition ? 


II. By Enthuſiaſm, or a Pretence to Immediate Re- 
velation. 'For this I ſhall not produce the Old In- 


* ſtances iti Eccleſiaftical Hiſtory, as of Montanus, Aſ- 


—_ us, Manichews, Arius, Aitins, &Cc, 
who all pretended to Revelations for their particular 


; _ But I ſhall keep to the late Inſtance of 
ls 


who afferts, 'Thart rhe PerfeCtion of a Chri- 


#05, 


Contemplltion, above the Ofe of Ratiocination or 

curſive Prayer, and that in order to this, nothing is ſo 
neceſſary as Self-annihilation. This DoQtrine is now 
con d at Rome; (but how came \t into 'the 
Church ; Did not they believe the ſame th Day which 
they dia Tefterdsy ? If there were Oral Tradition for 


- it, how came it tobe condemned ? If nor, then -not- 


withſtanding Orsl Tradition, dangerous DoQrines 
may petin under a” 'of a more Sublime .and 
om W ay of Perfeion, . than is tobe attained in 
rhe Dull and Heavy Way of Tradition from Father 
#0 Soy. 


IL. By a Pretence toa more Secret Tradition. And 
thus Chriffianity was at firft corrupted, ' by ſuch as 
| pretended 


(111) 
pretended that there was a Myſtical DofFrine deli- 
vered by Chriſt of a more purifying Nature, than the 
Plain and Common DoQrine taught to all People by 
the > 4, TY So Hegeſippus in Eufcbias affirms, That 
the Chriſtian Church was corrupted by this Means ; and 
to the Purpoſe Irexeue. So that Tradition was 
$ far from ſecuring the Church from Error, that it 
was the Means of bringing it in. And the Pablick Tra- 
dition could not hinder this coming in of Error, be- 
cauſe the Secret Tradition was pretended to be more 
Divine and Spiritual; the other was only for Babes, 
and this for grown Chriſtians. 


IV. By Differences among Church-Guides abdfft the 
Sexſe of Scripture and Tradition, Thus it was in the 
Samoſatenian, Arian, Pelagian, Neſtorian, and Enty- 
chianControverſies. Neither of the Parties diſowned 
Scripture or Tradition; and thoſe who were juſtly 
——_ pretended ſtill to adhere to both. And 
if ſuch Flames could not be prevented, ſo much 
nearer the. Apoſtles Times, by the help of Tradition, 
What Reaſon can there be to expeCt it fo long at- 
£er { h 


V. By too great a Vereration to ſome particular 
"Teachers, not far from the Apoftolical Times, in 
regard to their Learning or Pietw; which made their 
Diſciples deſpiſe Tradition in Compariſon of their No- 
tions. And thus Origens Opinions came to prevail ſo 
much in'the Church ; and the Mixture of Platoniſn: 
with Chriſtianity proved the occaſion of ſeveral Er- 


Euſeb, 1.3, 
Ce 32+ |. 4. 
C, 22s 


rors, : with .Re to. the State of Souls after Death, 
as well as in other Points. . C4 | 


VI. The . 


VI. By Compliance with ſome Gentile Super biti/ | 


ons in Hopes to gain more eaſily upon the Minds of 
the People ; who having been long accuſtomed to 
the Worſhip of Images and Tutelar Deities, it was 
thought no Imprudent Thing in ſome Guides -of the 
Church, when the main rines of Paganiſm were 
renounced, to humour the People in theſe things ; 
1 they were Accommodated to Chriſtianity ; but others 
vehemently oppoſed this Method, as repugnant to 
the True Primitive Chriſtianity, But by Degrees, 
thoſe Superſtitions prevailed; and the Original Trads- 
tion gf the Church thereby corrupted, 


VII. By Implicit Faith ; which puts it intothe Pow-. 


er of the Church-Guides to introduce what DoQrines 
they thought fit. When the beſt of the People were 
told it was againſt the Fu ntal Rights of the Ca- 
tholick Church for them'to examine any Opinions 
which, were propoſed to them by*their Guides, That 
they neither did, nor could, .nor ought to underſtand 
them ; and waen once this Point was gained, People 
never troubled themſelyes about Scripture or Tradi- 
| tion ; forall they had todo, was only to know what 
was decreed by the Church, though with a Non-ob- 
tante to a Divine Inſtitution;'as is plain in the Coanci/ 


of Conſtance,notwithftanding all the Tricks to avoid it. | 


If then, Errours might come into the Church 
all theſe ways, what a vain thing is it to nd, 
_ oo Tradition will keep from any poſſibility of 

rror ? - - Mg 

And ſo I need give 'no other Ariſwer ' to his laſt 
Propoſition. , That if Mes ti4 innovate in Faith , 
it muſt be either through Forgetfulneſs or Malice ; for 

| I 


> man Fatoh as Its" Trmediars E ef; but by 
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. I have ſhewed many other Cauſes belides theſe ; eſpe: 


cially ſincel i to ſhewin a particular Diſcourſe 
how. the Errors and'- Corruptions we' charge on the 
Church of Rome did come into it : My delign here 
_ only to ſhew the Poſivz/ity of it. 

There- remain onlytwo thin ings which deſerve any 
Confideration : 1. Aboutthe' of Pelagianiſm. 
2. About the Council of 'T rents Procteding on Tredi- 
tion ; which will admit of an eafie Diſpatch: 

' I. As to the Charge of Pelagianiſms. It doth not 
lie in this, [That he requires any Rational Inducements to 
Faith, which we do aſſert as well as he. | But it lay 
in theſe Two things. 


I. That a Divine Faith was to be reſolved into a 
Iatarl Isfallibility. For 'we were told that Divine 
Faith muit heve Tofallible' 'Grounds'; -and when we 
come to examine them, we- find nothing but what is 
Natural. And now to avoid the Charge of Pela+ 


gianiſni; this Divine Faith is declared to be meer Hu- Third 1er- 
wan Faith ; and fo Himen'Feith'is ſaid to have In- tv: 24- 


fatlible Groands,;but Divgee Faith tmiult ſhift for it ſelf. 
For; faith; F.;S; *Ti+- w__ Pd. and ever iwas, that the 
Human Authority of the Charch dr Tradition, beet only 
Yr inging 

jp to Chriſt, it leads\us to what's "Divine. Well ; 
-ut-what 31; vfallhble\Grount is there' for this Dibwive 
Faith ?.; doth: that'fix'? 'Is'it on- the Infallib:- 
bility 'of radition br not'? If not,” then we may have 
Dinine Faith without it; | If.it doth, then Divine 
Faith is to be reſolved into Natural Mcans : And what 
is:this but Pelagianiſm ? | | 
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Faith Vine 


. this way of Oral Tradition 


th n "this he agks a very 


and his Apoſtles had Infallible _—_ in — 
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ll The te ember the Piows Bi of” the 

out (as he calls ir et# of the 
fron Peg, Ne ed intakes pies em [1 
udes ws 0k. Afiftance in theſe words, That Faich, 


Reg 


Page 157 - « Firm ant wenctle Aw rr trig 
h aa onfequence partly F. 
Toa Far tap yr nerLe, Svirmr 1 &-f avd- 


in? the HY toni without the Willi Aſiſtance. How 
then can a pious Di Poſition of the Will be neceſſary in 
order phe 4 | ein o os e NO iv.it not © Peleglenifes 


tq excl 


Therefore I was in | the ahe, when I Gid, That 
vesall into 2 meer Hu- 
maz Faith , and that;this is the unavoilable' Conſe. 
quence pf it... . Nog he-ſaith, he reſolves «ll huro'Chy 

and the, Apoſtles reaching. How ridiculous is this ? 
For, did go Pelagius and Caleſtias. the ſame ? 
And the ingI charged upon 
upon: this Prindi 


iF Ido not Anſwer it. I know:what C 
my hold that Chriſt is « meer Man, 

or that Beli is. « meer Fluman  Faich, or this 

the Dottrine taaght by Him or Them ir. 

War Occaſion, have: » Segnam 'a\Queſtioni 

t I perceive there is2 ſome, 

me be believed to be no Ch =_— 

the Malice of ſuch. Men. I thank God, 

Grounds for my: Fa#h than Oral Tradition, 1 d>- be- 


lieve Chriſt to be more than: meer Man, even the E- 
ternal Son of God, and that his Dof#rine is Devine, 


follow. Pray 
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A CAT ALOGUE of ſome BOOKS 
Printed for Henry Mortlock, at the Phce- 
nix 72 $. Paul's Church-Yard. 


: ay Rational Ar2ount of the Grounds of ProteſtantReligion;beiog 

a Vindication of the Lord Archbiſhop of Canterbury's Relation 
of a Conference, &c. from the pretended Anſwer by T. C. Where- 
in the True Grounds of Faith are cleared, and the Falſe diſcovered ; 
the Church of England vindicated from the Imputation of Schiſm ; 
and the moſt important particular Controverſie between us and thoſe 
of the Church of Rome throughly examined : By Edward Stilling fleet, 
D. D. and Dean of S. Pals, Folio, the Second Edition. 

Origines Britamice : Or the Antiquity of the Brizsſh Churches, with a 
Preface concerning ſome pretended Antiquities relating to Brita: 7, 
in vindication of theBiſhop of S. Aſaph, by Edward Stilling flzet D. D. 
Dean of S. Pauls, Folio. 

-- The Rule of Faith: Or an Anſwer to the Treatiſe of Mr. F.S. en- 
tituled, Swre footing, &c. by John Tillotſon, D. D. to which is ad- 
joyned, A Reply to Mr. F. S.'s third Appendix, &c. by Edward 
Stilling fleet D. D. 

ALetter to Mr. G. giving a true Account of a late Conference at 
the D. of P's. 

A ſecond Letter to Mr. G. in anſwer to two Letters lately pub- 
liſhed concerning the Conference at the D. of P. 

Veteres Vindicati:In an Expoſtulatory Letter to Mr.Sclater of Putney, 
upon EE ran the abſurdity of his Method,and 
the of his Reaſons are ſhewn 3 His falſe Aſperſions upon the 
ChurchEngland are n__ off,and herFaith concerning theEuchariſt of 
proved tobe that of the Primitive Church: Togeth:r with Animad- 


verſions on Dean Boileaus French tranſlation of, ail Remarks upon 


Bertram. 

An Anſwer to the Compiler of Nubes Teftium : Wherein is ſhewn 
That Antiquity ( inrelation to the Pointsin Controverſie ſet down 
by 


Sibvad IE. 
nar ob wer vs Fi the: | 
Eb Nyube TER TAatuer A 

a ether go fiber Lewis Sbrar Jeſire, In anſwer to-s 


"MF the Principles of the Author Anſer. to the - 
ile EY Wake | her Some 


' There. is ow in the Preſs, and will Jpecdiy be publiſhed, 


An Hiſtorical Examination ofthe Authority of Conncils, diſtorer- 

Dealing that hath been uſed-in the publiſhing of them, 
ME amoaght the Papiſts elves == 
x | 
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> ; »B 
it. But what is all this'to the preſent Queſtion ? 
I perceive ſome men when they are hard pinched, 
cry out, that their Adverſaries are. 4theits or Socs. 
mens, &c. and hope by this means to divert them 
from the buſineſs before them. But theſe Arts will 
not do. And ſuch a Duſt cannot {© blind the Rea- 
ders Eyes, but he muſt ſee it is raiſed on purpoſe, 
that he may not be diſcerned in making an Eſcape. 


IL. As to the Council of Trents proceeding upon 
Tradition. That which I ſaid, was, The Church of 
Rome hath no where declared in Council, that it 
hath any ſuch Power of making Implicit Articles of 
Faith contained in Scripture to become Explictt by its 
explaining the Senſe of them. And the Reaſon I 
gave, was, Becauſe the Cherch of Rome doth nor 
pretend to make New Articles of Faith : But to make 
Implicit Do&rines to become Explicit,” is really ſo to 
do ; as 1 there proved. Now what faith F.S. to this ? 


IT. He faith, That the Council of Trent defines it be- 
longs to the Church to judge of the True Senſe and Inter- 
pretation of Scripture, As though all that belonged 
to the Church, muſt preſently belong to the Church of 
Rome ; or all Judgment of Scripture mult be Infallible ; 
or muſt make things neceſſary to be believed which 

were not ſo before. 


IT. He ſhews, That the Church did proceed upon this 
Power. What Power ? Of making things not Necel- 
fary to become Neceſlary ? 


I. It declares Seſl. 13. That from ſome Texts men- 
tioned, the Church was ever perſuaded of the Doftrin of 
Q 2 Tran 


by —_ 


C216 ) 
Travſubſtantiation. This is an admirable > nr nt, 
to oy that it can make that Neceſſary ro belie- 
ved, which was not, becauſe it was always believed. 


II. Sel. 14. It declares 1 Cor. 1 1. t0 be underſtood 
Sacramental Confeſſion by the Cuſtom and Prattiſe of t 
Church. Then I ſuppoſe the Church thought it 
Neceſlary before. 


III. Sefl. 14. I; declares Jam. 5. to be underſtood of 
Sacramental Confeſſion. But how ? By its Power of 
making it N to be believed meerly by ſuch 
Declaration ? No ; but by Apoſftolical Tradition; then 
the meaning is, that it was always ſo underſtood. -- 


But becauſe the Council of Trent doth pretend to *' 
Apoſtolical Tradition for the Points there determin'd, 
and the ſhewing that it had not Carholich arid: Apoſto- 
lick Tradition, is the moſt effeQual: Confutation' of 
the preſent Pretence of Oral Tradition, 1 ſhall reſerve 
that to another Diſcourſe, part whereof, I hope, will 
ſuddenly be Publiſhed. | MELEE 
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